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36260 Child Welfare HEW/UDSO announces 
availability of grant funds for research and 
demonstration program 

36356 Rehabilitation of Handicapped Individuals HEW/ 
HDSO announces availability of grant funds for 
research and demonstration program (Part V of this 
issue) 

36338 Nondiscrimination in Federally Assisted Railroad 
Programs DOT/FRA issues amendments to 
establish new definition of minority business 
enterprise; effective 6-21-79; comments by 8-20-79 
(Part II of this issue) 

36193 Farm Credit System Farm Credit Administration 
proposes amendments concerning lending 
operations; comments by 8-19-79 

36167 Small Business-Disaster Assistance SBA amends 
rules concerning displaced business loans; effective 
6-21-79 x 

36175, Physician Assistant Training Programs HEW/ 

36178 PHS sets forth requirements for grants; effective 8- 
21-79 (2 documents) 

36204 State Highway Safety Agencies DOT/FHWA 

proposes rule to establish new requirements for the 
authority and function; comments by 8-1-79 
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36350 Cooperative Research and Demonstration 

Projects HEW/HDSO announces availability of 
grant funds (Part IV of this issue) 

/ 

36195 Small Business Size Standards SBA proposes 
rule to increase the size standard for assistance to 
small business concerns by small business 
investment companies or by development 
companies; comments by 8-20-79 

36187 Immigration INS proposes rules concerning 
factors to be considered in the exercise of 
administrative discretion with respect to eligibility 
of persons for relief or benefits 

36161 Sugarcane FCIC prescribes procedures for 
insuring crops; effective 6-21-79 

36342 Floodplain Management and Wetlands Protection 

Interior/HCRS issues final guidelines; effective 6- 
21-79 (Part III of this issue) 

36335 Sunshine Act Meetings 

Separate Parts of This Issue 

36338 Part ll f DOT/FRA 

36342 Part Ilf, Int/HCRS 

36350 Part IV, HEW/HDSO 

36356 Part V, HEW/HDSO 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, most 
of which are keyed to and codified in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 1510 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. 

Prices of new books are listed in the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 

7 CFR Part 417 

Sugarcane Crop Insurance 
Regulations 

agency: Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation. 

action: Final rule. 

summary: Thi9 rule prescribes 
procedures for insuring sugarcane crops 
effective with the 1980 crop year. The 
rule combines provisions from previous 
regulations for insuring sugarcane in a 
shorter, clearer, and more simplified 
document which will make the program 
more effective administratively. This 
rule is promulgated under the authority 
contained in the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act, as amended. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 21.1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Peter F. Cole, Secretary. Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, 
telephone 202-447-3325. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 
(FCIC) published a notice of proposed 
rulemaking in the Federal Register (44 
FR 27113, Wednesday, May 9.1979) 
outlining the prescribed procedures for 
insuring sugarcane crops effective with 
the 1980 crop year. In the notice, FCIC, 
under the authority contained in the 
Federal Crop Insurance Act, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq.\ 
proposed that there be issued a revision 
of Part 417 of Chapter IV in Title 7 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations (7 CFR Part 
417) to prescribe procedures for insuring 
sugarcane crops effective with the 1980 
crop year. 


The previous regulations applicable to 
insuring sugarcane crops as presently 
found in 7 CFR Part 417 remain in effect 
for sugarcane insurance policies issued 
for the crop years prior to 1980. 

It has been determined that combining 
provisions from previous documents and 
regulations for insurance sugarcane 
crops into one simplified and clearer 
regulation would be more effective 
administratively. In addition, the 
regulations (a) add a 9 percent service 
charge to any premium not paid by the 
termination date for indebtness and 
thereafter a 9 percent per annum simple 
interest to any unpaid premium balance, 
(b) contain a premium adjustment table 
to provide for maximum premium 
discounts for good insuring experience 
up to 50 percent and premium increases 
for unfavorable insuring experience on 
an individual contract basis, (c) extend 
the time period for submitting a notice of 
damage or loss from 15 days to 30 days, 
(d) eliminate the 60-day period for filing 
a claim for loss, and (e) offer three 
levels of coverage in each county. 

The regulations provide a July 31 
cancellation date for all counties. These 
regulations and any amendments 
thereto, must be placed on file in the 
Corporation's office for each particular 
county in which the insurance is 
available by not later than 15 days prior 
to July 31. 

Under the provisions of Executive 
Order No. 12044, and the Administrative 
Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553 (b) and (c)). 
the public was given an opportunity to 
submit written comments, data, and 
views on the proposed regulations, but 
none were received. Therefore, with the 
exception of minor and nonsubstantive 
corrections to language, the regulations 
as contained in the proposed rule are 
hereby issued as a final rule to be in 
effect starting with the 1980 crop year. 

FINAL RULE 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
contained in the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1501 et seq .), 
the Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 
hereby revises and reissues 7 CFR Part 
417 with such regulations as were 
contained therein prior to this revision 
remaining in effect for FCIC policies 
issued for crop years prior to 1980. The 
revised and reissued Part 417 of Chapter 
IV of Title 7 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations (7 CFR Part 417—Sugarcane 
Crop Insurance Regulations) shall 


remain in effect, until amended or 
superseded, for the 1980 and succeeding 
crop years, to read as follows: 

PART 417—SUGARCANE CROP 
INSURANCE 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1980 and 
Succeeding Crop Years 

Sec. 

417.1 Availability of sugarcane insurance. 

417.2 Premium rates, production guarantees, 
coverage levels, and prices at which 
indemnities shall be computed. 

417.3 Public notice of indemnities paid. 

417.4 Creditors. 

417.5 Good faith reliance on 
misrepresentation. 

417.6 The contract. 

417.7 The application and policy. 
Authority.—Secs. 506, 516, 52 Stat. 73. as 

amended. 77. as amended (7 U.S.C. 1506, 

1516). 

Subpart—Regulations for the 1980 and 
Succeeding Crop Years 

5 417.1 Availability of sugarcane 
insurance. 

Insurance shall be offered under the 
provisions of this subpart on sugarcane 
in counties within limits prescribed by 
and in accordance with the provisions of 
the Federal Crop Insurance Act. as 
amended. The counties shall be 
designated by the Manager of the 
Corporation from those approved by the 
Board of Directors of the Corporation. 
Before insurance is offered in any 
county, there shall be published by 
appendix to this chapter the names of 
the counties in which sugarcane 
insurance will be offered. 

§417.2 Premium rates, production 
guarantees, coverage levels, and prices at 
which Indemnities shall be computed. 

(a) The Manager shall establish 
premium rates, production guarantees, 
coverage levels, and prices at which 
indemnities shall be computed for 
sugarcane which shall be shown on the 
county actuarial table on file in the 
office for the county and may be 
changed from year to year. 

(b) At the time the application for 
insurance is made, the applicant shall 
elect a coverage level and price at which 
indemnities shall be computed from 
among those levels and prices shown on 
the actuarial table for the crop year. 
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§417.3 Public notice of indemnities paid. 

The Corporation shall provide for 
posting annually in each county at each 
county courthouse a listing of the 
indemnities paid in the county. 

§417.4 Creditors. 

An interest of a person in an insured 
crop existing by virtue of a lien, 
mortgage, garnishment, levy, execution, 
bankruptcy, or an involuntary transfer 
shall not entitle the holder of the interest 
to any benefit under the contract except 
as provided in the policy. 

§ 417.5 Good faith reliance on 
misrepresentation. 

Notwithstanding any other provision 
of the sugarcane insurance contract, 
whenever (a) an insured person under a 
contract of crop insurance entered into 
under these regulations, as a result of a 
misrepresentation or other erroneous 
action or advice by an agent or 
employee of the Corporation, (1) is 
indebted to the Corporation for 
additional premiums, or (2) has suffered 
a loss to a crop which is not insured, or 
for which the insured person is not 
entitled to an indemnity because of 
failure to comply with the terms of the 
insurance contract, but which the 
insured person believed to be insured, or 
believed the terms of the insurance 
contract to have been complied with or 
waived, and (b) the Board of Directors 
of the Corporation, or the Manager in 
cases involving not more than $20,000, 
Finds (1) that an agent or employee of 
the Corporation did in fact make such 
misrepresentation or take other 
erroneous action or give erroneous 
advice, (2) that said insured person 
relied thereon in good faith, and (3) that 
to require the payment of the additional 
premiums or to deny such insured’s 
entitlement to the indemnity would not 
be fair and equitable, such insured 
person shall be granted relief the same 
as if otherwise entitled thereto. 

§ 417.6 The contract. 

(a) The insurance contract shall 
become effective upon the acceptance 
by the Corporation of a duly executed 
application for insurance on a form 
prescribed by the Corporation. Such 
acceptance shall be effective upon the 
date the notice of acceptance is mailed 
to the applicant. The contract shall 
cover the sugarcane crop as provided in 
the policy. The contract shall consist of 
the application, the policy, the attached 
appendix, and the provisions of the 
county actuarial table. Any changes 
made in the contract shall not affect its 
continuity from year to year. Copies of 


forms referred to in the contract are 
available at the office for the county. 

§417.7 The application and policy. 

(a) Application for insurance on a 
form prescribed by the Corporation may 
be made by any person to cover such 
person's insurable share in the 
sugarcane crop as landlord, owner- 
operator, or tenant, the application shall 
be submitted to the Corporation at the 
office for the county on or before the 
applicable closing date on file in the 
office for the county. 

(b) The Corporation reserves the right 
to discontinue the acceptance of 
applications in any county upon its 
determination that the insurance risk 
involved is excessive, and also, for the 
same reason to reject any individual 
application. The Manager of the 
Corporation is authorized in any crop 
year to extend the closing date for 
submitting applications or contract 
changes in any county, by placing the 
extended date on file in the office for the 
county and publishing a notice in the 
Federal Register upon the Manager’s 
determination that no adverse 
selectivity will result during the period 
of such extension: Provided, however, 
That if adverse conditions should 
develop during such period, the 
Corporation will immediately 
discontinue the acceptance of 
applications. 

(c) In accordance with the provisions 
governing changes in the contract 
contained in policies issued under FCIC 
regulations for the 1969 and succeeding 
crop years a contract in the form 
provided for under this subpart will 
come into effect a9 a continuation of a 
sugarcane contract issued under such 
prior regulations, without the filing of a 
new application. 

(d) The provisions of the application 
and Sugarcane Insurance Policy for the 
1980 and succeeding crop years, and the 
Appendix to the Sugarcane Insurance 
Policy are as follows: 

United States Department of Agriculture 

Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 

Application for 19— and Succeeding 
Crop Years 

Sugarcane Crop Insurance Contract 
Contract No. 

Identification No. - 

Name and address -- 

Zip Code - 

County - 

State -—- 

Type of entity - 

Applicant is over 18—Ye9 No 

A. The applicant, subject to the 
provisions of the regulations of the 


Federal Crop Insurance Corporation 
(herein called "Corporation"), hereby 
applies to the Corporation for insurance 
on the Applicant’s share in the 
sugarcane grown on insurable acreage 
as shown on the county actuarial table 
for the above-stated county. The 
applicant elects from the actuarial table 
the coverage level and price at which 
indemnities shall be computed. THE 
PREMIUM RATES AND PRODUCTION 
GUARANTEES SHALL BE THOSE 
SHOWN ON THE APPLICABLE 
COUNTY ACTUARIAL TABLE FILED 
IN THE OFFICE FOR THE COUNTY 
FOR EACH CROP YEAR. 

I^vel election- 

Price election - 

Example: for the 19— Crop year only (100% 
share) 

Location/farm No. - 

Guarantee per acre* - 

Premium per acre - 

Practice- 

B. WHEN NOTICE OF ACCEPTANCE 
OF THIS APPLICATION IS MAILED TO 
THE APPLICANT BY THE 
CORPORATION, the contract shall be 
in effect for the first crop year specified 
above, unless the time for submitting 
applications has passed at the time this 
application is filed, AND SHALL 
CONTINUE FOR EACH SUCCEEDING 
CROP YEAR UNTIL CANCELLED OR 
TERMINATED as provided in the 
contract. This accepted application, the 
following sugarcane insurance policy, 
the attached appendix, and the 
provisions of the county actuarial table 
showing the production guarantees, 
coverage levels, premium rates, prices 
for computing indemnities, insurable 
and uninsurable acreage, and applicable 
dates, shall constitute the contract. 
Additional information regarding 
contract provisions can be found in the 
county regulations folder on file in the 
office for the county. No term or 
condition of the contract shall be 
waived or changed except in writing by 
the Corporation. 

(Code No./witness to signature)- 

Signature of applicant - 

(Date)- 

Address of office for county: - 


Phone- 

Location of farm headquarters: 


Phone- 

Sugarcane Crop Insurance Policy Terms 
and Conditions 

Subject to the provisions in the 
attached appendix: 

1. Causes of loss, (a) Causes of loss 
insured against. The insurance provided 


* Your guarantee will be on a unit basis (acres x 
per acre guarantee x share). 
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is against unavoidable loss of 
production resulting from adverse 
weather conditions, insects, plant 
disease, wildlife, earthquake or fire 
occurring within the insurance period, 
subject to any exceptions, exclusions or 
limitations with respect to causes of loss 
shown on the actuarial table. 

(b) Causes of loss not insured against. 
The contract shall not cover any loss of 
production, as determined by the 
Corporation, due to (1) the neglect or 
malfeasance of the insured, any member 
of the insured’s household, the insured’s 
tenants or employees. (2) failure to 
follow recognized good farming 
practices. (3) damage resulting from the 
backing up of water by any 
governmental or public utilities dam or 
reservoir project, or (4) any cause not 
specified as an insured cause in this 
policy as limited by the actuarial table. 

2. Crop and acreage insured, (a) The 
crop insured shall be sugarcane grown 
for processing for sugar, for which the 
actuarial table shows a guarantee and 
premium rate per acre, and which is 
grown on insured acreage. 

(b) The acreage insured for each crop 
year shall be that acreage of plant and 
stubble cane grown on insurable 
acreage as shown on the actuarial table, 
and the insured’s share therein as 
reported by the insured or as 


determined by the Corporation, 
whichever the Corporation shall elect: 
Provided, That insurance shall not 
attach or be considered to have 
attached as determined by the 
Corporation to any acreage (1) cut for 
seed, (2) where premium rates are 
established by farming practices on the 
actuarial table, and the farming 
practices carried out on any acreage are 
not among those for which a premium 
rate has been established, (3) which is 
destroyed and after such destruction it 
was practical to replant to sugarcane 
and such acreage was not replanted, (4) 
initially planted after the date on file in 
the office for the county which has been 
established by the Corporation as being 
too late to initially plant and expect a 
normal crop to be produced, (5) planted 
to a type or variety of sugarcane not 
established as adapted to the area or 
shown as noninsurable on the actuarial 
table, or (6) planted with another crop. 

(c) Insurance may attach only by 
written agreement with the Corporation 
on acreage which is planted for the 
development or production of hybrid 
sugarcane or for experimental purposes. 

3. Responsibility of insured to report 
acreage and share. The insured shall 
submit to the Corporation on a form 
prescribed by the Corporation, a report 
showing (a) all acreage of sugarcane in 


the county (including a designation of 
any acreage to which insurance does not 
attach) in which the insured has a share 
and (b) the insured’s share therein at the 
time insurance attaches. Such report 
shall be submitted each year not later 
than May 31. 

4. Production guarantees, coverage 
levels, and prices for computing 
indemnities, (a) For each crop year of 
the contract, the production guarantees, 
coverage levels, and prices at which 
indemnities shall be computed shall be 
those shown on the actuarial table. 

(b) The production guarantee per acre 
shall be reduced 20 percent for any 
unharvested acreage. 

5. Annual premium, (a) The annual 
premium is earned and payable at the 
time insurance attaches and the amount 
thereof shall be determined by 
multiplying the insured acreage times 
the applicable premium per acre, times 
the insured's share at the time insurance 
attaches, times the applicable premium 
adjustment percentage in subsection (c) 
of this section. 

(b) For premium adjustment purposes, 
only the years during which premiums 
were earned shall be considered. 

(c) The premium shall be adjusted as 
shown in the following table: 


Percent Adjustments for Favorable Continuous Insurance Experience 


Number of years continuous experience through previous year 


Loss ratio through 

previous crop year 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 to 11 12 13 14 15 or 


Percentage adjustment (actor for current crop year 


00 to 20 - t00 95 95 90 90 85 80 75 70 70 65 65 60 60 55 60 

21 to 40 - 100 tOO 95 95 90 90 90 85 80 80 75 75 70 70 65 80 

41 to 60 - tOO 100 95 95 95 95 95 90 90 90 85 85 80 80 75 70 

61 to 80 ---.- 100 100 95 95 95 95 95 95 90 90 90 90 85 85 85 80 

.8110 1 09 - 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 


Percent Adjustments for Unfavorable Insurance Experience 


Number of toss years through previous year * 


Loss ratio 1 through 


previous crop year 

0 1 2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 


Percentage adjustment factor for current crop year 

1.10 to 1 19. 

. 100 

100 

100 

102 

104 

106 

108 

110 

112 

114 

116 

1t8 

120 

122 

124 

126 

1.20to 1 39. 

. too 

100 

100 

104 

108 

112 

116 

120 

124 

128 

132 

136 

140 

144 

148 

152 

1 40 to 1.69_ 

_ too 

100 

100 

108 

116 

124 

132 

140 

148 

156 

164 

172 

180 

188 

196 

204 

170 to 1.99___ 

too 

100 

100 

112 

122 

132 

142 

152 

162 

172 

182 

192 

202 

212 

222 

232 

2.00 to 2.49_ 

_ too 

100 

100 

116 

128 

140 

152 

164 

176 

188 

200 

212 

224 

236 

248 

260 

2.50 to 3.24 .. 

. 100 

100 

100 

120 

134 

148 

162 

178 

190 

204 

218 

232 

246 

260 

274 

288 

3 25 to 3.99. 

. 100 

100 

105 

124 

140 

156 

172 

188 

204 

220 

236 

252 

268 

284 

300 

300 

4 00 to 4.99_ 

_ 100 

100 

110 

128 

146 

164 

162 

200 

218 

236 

254 

272 

290 

300 

300 

300 

5 00 to 5.99.. 

. 100 

100 

115 

132 

152 

172 

192 

212 

232 

252 

272 

292 

300 

300 

300 

300 

6.00 and up.. 

_100 

100 

120 

136 

158 

180 

202 

224 

246 

260 

290 

300 

300 

300 

300 

300 


' Loss Ratio means the ratio of indemmtyties) paid to prem«um<s) earned 

’Only the most recent 15 crop years w»U be used to deiormine the number of "Loss Years'* (a crop year « determined to be a "Loss Year” when the amount of indemnity lor the year 
exceeds the premium tor the year) 
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(d) Any amount of premium for an 
insured crop which is unpaid on the day 
following the termination date for 
indebtedness for such crop shall be 
increased by a 9 percent service fee, 
which increased amount shall be the 
premium balance, and thereafter, at the 
end of each 12-month period, 9 percent 
simple interest shall attach to any 
amount of the premium balance which is 
unpaid: Provided. When notice of loss 
has been timely filed by the insured as 
provided in section 7 of this policy, the 
service fee will not be charged and the 
contract will remain in force if the 
premium is paid in full within 30 days 
after the date of approval or denial of 
the claim for indemnity: however if any 
premium remains unpaid after such 
date, the contract will terminate and the 
amount of premium outstanding shall be 
increased by a 9 percent service fee, 
which increased amount shall be the 
premium balance. If such premium 
balance is not paid within 12 months 
immediately following the termination 
date, 9 percent simple interest shall 
apply from the termination date and 
each year thereafter to any unpaid 
premium balance. 

(e) Any unpaid amount due the 
Corporation may be deducted from any 
indemnity payable to the insured by the 
Corporation or from any loan or 
payment to the insured under any Act of 
Congress or program administered by 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
when not prohibited by law. 

6. Insurance period. Insurance on 
insured acreage of plant cane shall 
attach at the time of planting and 
insurance for stubble cane shall attach 
on the later of the April 15 following 
normal harvest or 30 days after harvest 
The insurance period shall cease upon 
the earliest of (a) final adjustment of a 
loss, (b) harvest, (c) total destruction of 
the insured sugarcane crop, or (d) the 
following applicable date of the 
calendar year immediately following the 
normal commencing of harvest in the 
county: 

Louisiana—January 31. 

All other States—April 30. 

7. Notice of damage or loss, (a) Any 
notice of damage or loss shall be given 
promptly in writing by the insured to the 
Corporation at the office for the county. 

(b) Notice shall be given promptly if. 
during the period before harvest, the 
sugarcane on any unit is damaged to the 
extent that the insured does not expect 
to further care for the crop or harvest 


any part of it, or if the insured wants the 
consent of the Corporation to put the 
acreage to another use. No insured 
acreage shall be put to another use until 
the Corporation has made an appraisal 
of the potential production of such 
acreage and consents in writing to such 
other use. Such consent shall not be 
given for plant cane until it is too late or 
impractical to replant to sugarcane. 
Notice shall also be given when such 
acreage has been put to another use. 

(c) In addition to the notices required 
in subsection (b) of this section, if an 
indemnity is to be claimed on any unit, 
the insured shall give written notice 
thereof to the Corporation at the office 
for the county not later than 30 days 
after the earliest of (1) the date harvest 
is completed on the unit, (2) the calendar 
date for the end of the insurance period, 
or (3) the date the entire sugarcane crop 
on the unit is destroyed, as determined 
by the Corporation. The Corporation 
reserves the right to provide additional 
time if it determines there are 
extenuating circumstances. 

(d) If a loss is to be claimed on any 
unit, the stalks on unharvested acreage 
and the stubble remaining on harvested 
acreage shall be left intact until 
inspected by the Corporation. 

(e) The Corporation may reject any 
claim for indemnity if any of the 
requirements of this section are not met. 

8. Claim for indemnity, (a) It shall be 
a condition precedent to the payment of 
any indemnity that the insured (1) 
establish the total production of 
sugarcane on the unit and that any loss 
of production was directly caused by 
one or more of the insured causes during 
the insurance period for the crop year 
for which the indemnity is claimed and 
(2) furnish any other information 
regarding the manner and extent of loss 
as may be required by the Corporation. 

(b) Indemnities shall be determined 
separately for each unit. The amount of 
indemnity for any unit shall be 
determined by (1) multiplying the 
insured acreage of sugarcane on the unit 
by the applicable production guarantee 
per acre, which product shall be the 
production guarantee for the unit, (2) 
subtracting therefrom the total 
production of sugarcane to be counted 
for the unit (3) multiplying the remainder 
by the applicable price for computing 
indemnities, and (41 multiplying the 
result obtained in step (3) by the insured 
share: Provided. That if the premium 
computed on the insured acreage and 
share is more than the premium 
computed on the reported acreage and 


share, the amount of indemnity shall be 
computed on the insured acreage and 
share and then reduced proportionately. 

(c) The total production to be counted 
for a unit shall be determined by the 
Corporation and shall include all 
harvested and appraised production. 

(1) The production to be counted for a 
unit of any sugarcane damaged by 
freeze occuring within the insurance 
period to the extent that processing of 
such cane adversely affects boiling 
house operations, as determined by the 
Corporation, shall be adjusted by the 
factor obtained by dividing the value of 
such damaged sugarcane by the value of 
undamaged standard sugarcane, as 
deteremined by the Corporation. 

(2) Appraised production to be 
counted shall include: (i) Any appraisal 
on stubble acreage with insufficient 
stand at the time of inspection as 
provided in subsection (e) of this 
section, (ii) the greater of the appraised 
production or 50 percent of the 
applicable guarantee for any acreage 
which, with the consent of the 
Corporation, is planted before sugarcane 
harvest becomes general in the current 
crop year to any other crop insurable on 
such acreage (excluding any crop(s) 
maturing for harvest in the following 
calendar year), (iii) any appraisals by 
the Corporation for potential production 
on harvested acreage and for uninsured 
causes and poor farming practices, (iv) 
not less than the applicable guarantee 
for any acreage which is abandoned or 
put to another use without prior written 
consent of the Corporation or damaged 
solely by an uninsured cause, and (v) 
only the appraisal in excess of 20 
percent of the production guarantee for 
all other unharvested acreage. Any 
appraisals made by the Corporation and 
any harvested production not processed 
for sugar shall be in net tons and 
considered as standard sugarcane. 

(d) The Corporation reserves the right 
to make an appraisal of not less than the 
applicable guarantee per acre on any 
harvested acreage on which the stubble 
is destroyed prior to inspection by the 
Corporation. 

(e) An appraisal for inadequate stand 
shall be made on any stubble acreage of 
sugarcane when the stand at the time of 
inspection is less than 1,000 plants for 
each ton of production guarantee. The 
per acre appraisal shall be the number 
of tons by which the production 
guarantee per acre exceeds the number 
of tons determined by converting the 
plant population per acre to tons at the 
rate of 1,000 plants per ton. 

(f) The appraised potential production 
for acreage for which consent has been 
given to be put to another use shall be 
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counted as production in determining 
the amount of loss under the contract. 
However , if consent is given to put 
acreage to another use and the 
Corporation determines that any such 
acreage (1) is not put to another use 
before harvest of sugarcane becomes 
general in the county, (2) is harvested, or 
(3) is further damaged by an insured 
cause before the acreage is put to 
another use, the indemnity for the unit 
shall be determined without regard to 
such appraisal and consent. 

9. Misrepresentation and fraud. The 
Corporation may void the contract 
without affecting the insured’s liability 
for premiums or waiving any right, 
including the right to collect any unpaid 
premiums if, at any time, the insured has 
concealed or misrepresented any 
material fact or committed any fraud 
relating to the contract, and such 
voidance shall be effective as of the 
beginning of the crop year with respect 
to which such act or omission occurred. 

10. Transfer of insured share. If the 
insured transfers any part of the insured 
share during the crop year, protection 
will continue to be provided according 
to the provisions of the contract to the 
transferee for such crop year on the 
transferred share and the transferee 
shall have the same rights and 
responsibilities under the contract as the 
original insured for the current crop 
year Any transfer shall be made on an 
approved form 

11 Records and access to farm. The 
insured shall keep or cause to be kept 
for two years after the time of loss, 
records of the harvesting, storage, 
shipments sate or other disposition of 
all sugarcane produced on each unit 
including separate records showing the 
same information for production from 
any uninsured acreage Any persons 
designated by the <.orporation shall 
have access to such records and the 
farm for purposes related to the 
contract 

12 Life of contract Cancellation and 
termination lai The contract shall be m 
effect for the crop year specified on the 
application and may not be canceled for 
such crop year Thereafter either party 
may cancel insurance for any crop year 
by giving a signed notice to the other on 
or before the cancellation date 
preceding such crop year 

|bl Except as provided in section 5(d) 
of this policy the contract will terminate 
as to any crop year if any amount due 
the Corporation under this contract is 
not paid on or before the termination 
date for indebtedness preceding such 
crop year* Provided. That the date of 
payment for premium (1) if deducted 
from an indemnity claim shall be the 


date the insured signs such claim or (2) 
if deducted from payment under another 
program administered by the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, shall be the 
date such payment was approved. 

(c) For each crop year of the contract, 
the cancellation date shall be the July 31 
preceding the beginning of the crop year. 
The termination date for indebtedness 
shall be the August 31 of the next 
succeeding calendar year. 

(d) In the absence of a notice from the 
insured to cancel, and subject to the 
provisions of subsections (a), (b), and (c) 
of this section and section 7 of the 
Appendix, the contract shall continue in 
force for each succeeding crop year. 

Appendix 

(Additional Terms and Conditions) 

1. Meaning of Terms. 

For the purposes of sugarcane crop 
insurance: 

(a) “Actuarial table“ means the forms 
and related material for the crop year 
approved by the Corporation which are 
on file for public inspection in the office 
for the county, and which show the 
production guarantees, coverage levels, 
premium rates, prices for computing 
indemnities, insurable and uninsurable 
acreage, and related information 
regarding sugarcane insurance in the 
county 

Ibl “County” means the county shown 
on the application and any additional 
land located in a local producing area 
bordering on the county as shown on 
the actuanal table. 

Icl “Crop year” means the penod from 
planting fo r plant cane and from the 
later of April 15 or 30 days after harvest 
for stuhhle cane until the end of the 
insurance penod for the applicable crop 
year It shall be designated by the 
calendar vear m which harvest normally 
begins in the county 

id) “Harvest” means cutting and 
removing the sugarcane from the field. 

lei ‘Insurable acreage” means the 
land classified as insurable by the 
Corporation and shown as such on the 
county actuanal table. 

If) “Insured” means the person who 
submitted the application accepted by 
the Corporation. 

(g) “Office of the county” means the 
Corporation s office serving the county 
shown on the application for insurance 
or such office as may be designated by 
the Corporation. 

(h) “Person” means an individual, 
partnership, association, corporation, 
estate, trust, or other business enterpnse 
or legal entity and wherever applicable, 
a State, a political subdivision of a 
State, or any agency thereof. 


(i) “Share” means the interest of the 
insured as landlord, owner-operator, or 
tenant in the insured sugarcane crop at 
the time insurance attaches as reported 
by the insured or as determined by the 
Corporation, whichever the Corporation 
shall elect, and no other share shall be 
deemed to be insured: Provided, That 
for the purpose of determining the 
amount of indemnity, the insured share 
shall not exceed the insured’s share at 
the earliest of (1) the date of beginning 
of harvest on the unit, (2) the calendar 
date for the end of the insurance period, 
or (3) the date the entire crop on the unit 
is destroyed, as determined by the 
Corporation. 

(j) “Sugarcane” means either (1) 
sugarcane the initial year planted 
(herein called “plant” cane) or (2) 
sugarcane which has previously been 
harvested and the stubble from the 
stalks left for the purpose of producing 
another crop (herein called “stubble” 
cane). 

(k) “Standard sugarcane” means net 
sugarcane containing the percent 
sucrose in the normal juice or in the 
cane and. where applicable, the purity 
factor as shown on the actuarial table. 

(l) ‘Tenant” means a person who 
rents land from another person for a 
share of the sugarcane crop or proceeds 
therefrom. 

(m) “Unit” means all insurable 
acreage of sugarcane m the county on 
the date insurance attaches for the crop 
year (1) in which the insured has a 100 
percent share, or (21 which is owned by 
one entity and operated by another 
entity on a share basis. Land rented for 
cash, a fixed commodity payment, or 
any consideration other than a share in 
the sugarcane crop on such land shall be 
considered as owned by the lessee. 

Land which would otherwise be one unit 
may be divided according to applicable 
guidelines on file in the office for the 
county or by written agreement between 
the Corporation and the insured. The 
Corporation shall determine units as 
herein defined when adjusting a loss, 
notwithstanding what is shown on the 
acreage report, and has the right to 
consider any acreage and share reported 
by or for the insured's spouse or child or 
any member of the insured’s household 
to be the bona fide share of the insured 
or any other person having the bona fide 
share. 

2. Acreage Insured 

(a) The Corporation reserves the right 
to limit the insured acreage of sugarcane 
to any acreage limitations established 
under any Act of (Congress provided the 
insured is so notified in writing prior to 
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the time insurance attaches on the 
sugarcane. 

(b) If the insured does not submit an 
acreage report on or before May 31. the 
Corporation may elect to determine by 
units the insured acreage and share or 
declare the insured acreage on any 
unit(s) to be “zero’*. If the insured does 
not have a share in any insured acreage 
in the county for any year, the insured 
shall submit a report so indicating. Any 
acreage report submitted by the insured 
may be revised only upon approval of 
the Corporation. 

3. Irrigated Acreage 

(a) Where the actuarial table provides 
for insurance on an irrigated practice, 
the insured shall report as irrigated only 
the acreage for which the insured has 
adequate facilities and water to carry 
out a good irrigation practice at the time 
insurance attaches. 

(b) Where irrigated acreage is 
insurable, any loss of production caused 
by failure to carry out a good irrigation 
practice, except failure of the water 
supply from an unavoidable cause 
occurring after insurance attaches as 
determined by the Corporation, shall be 
considered as due to an uninsured 
cause. The failure or breakdown of 
irrigation equipment or facilities shall 
not be considered as a failure of the 
water supply from an unavoidable 
cause. 

4. Annual Premium 

(a) If there is no break in the 
continuity of participation, any premium 
adjustment applicable under section 5 of 
the policy shall be transferred to (1) the 
contract of the insured s estate or 
surviving spouse in case of death of the 
insured. (2) the contract of the person 
who succeeds the insured if such person 
had previously participated in the 
farming operation, or (3) the contract of 
the same insured who stops fanning in 
one county and starts farming in another 
county. 

(b) If there is a break in the continuity 
of participation, any reduction in 
premium earned under section 5 of the 
policy shall not thereafter apply; 
however any previous unfavorable 
insurance experience shall be 
considered in premium computation 
following a break in continuity. 

5. Claim for and Payment of Indemnity 

(a) Any claim for indemnity on a unit 
shall be submitted to the Corporation on 
a form prescribed by the Corporation. 

(b) In determining the total production 
to be counted for each unit, production 
from units on which the production has 
been commingled will be allocated to 


such units in proportion to the liability 
on each unit. 

(c) There shall be no abandonment to 
the Corporation of any insured 
sugarcane acreage. 

(d) In the event that any claim for 
indemnity under the provisions of the 
contract is denied by the Corporation, 
an action on such claim may be brought 
against the Corporation under the 
provisions of 7 U.S.C. 1508(c); Provided', 
That, the same is brought within one 
year after the date notice of denial of 
the claim is mailed to and received by 
the insured. 

(e) Any indemnity will be payable 
within 30 days after a claim for 
indemnity is approved by the 
Corporation. However, in no event shall 
the Corporation be liable for interest or 
damages in connection with any claim 
for indemnity whether such claim be 
approved or disapproved by the 
Corporation. 

(f) If the insured is an individual who 
dies, disappears, or is judicially 
declared incompetent, or the insured is 
an entity other than an individual and 
such entity is dissolved after insurance 
attaches for any crop year, any 
indemnity will be paid to the person(s) 
the Corporation determines to be 
beneficially entitled thereto. 

(g) The Corporation reserves the right 
to reject any claim for indemnity if any 
of the requirements of this section or 
section 8 of the policy are not met and 
the Corporation determines that the 
amount of loss cannot be satisfactorily 
determined. 

6. Subrogation 

The insured (including any assignee or 
transferee) assigns to the Corporation 
all rights of recovery against any person 
for loss or damage to the extent that 
payment hereunder is made by the 
Corporation. The Corporation thereafter 
shall execute all papers required and 
take appropriate action as may be 
necessary to secure such rights. 

7. Termination of the Contract 

(a) The contract shall terminate if no 
premium is earned for five consecutive 
years. 

(b) If the insured is an individual who 
dies or is judicially declared 
incompetent, or the insured entity is 
other than an individual and such entity 
i 9 dissolved, the contract shall terminate 
as of the date of death, judicial 
declaration, or dissolution; however, if 
such event occurs after insurance 
attaches for any crop year, the contract 
shall continue in force through such crop 
year and terminate at the end thereof. 
Death of a partner in a partnership shall 


dissolve the partnership unless the 
partnership agreement provides 
otherwise. If two or more persons 
having a joint interest are insured 
jointly, death of one of the persons shall 
dissolve the joint entity. 

8. Coverage Level and Price Election 

(a) If the insured has not elected on 
the application a coverage level and 
price at w r hich indemnities shall be 
computed from among those shown on 
the actuarial table, the coverage level 
and price election which shall be 
applicable under the contract, and 
which the insured shall be deemed to 
have elected, shall be as provided on the 
actuarial table for such purposes. 

(b) The insured may, with the consent 
of the Corporation, change the coverage 
level and/or price election for any crop 
year on or before the closing date for 
submitting applications for that crop 
year. 

9. Assignment of Indemnity 

Upon approval of a form prescribed 
by the Corporation, the insured may 
assign to another party the right to an 
indemnity for the crop year and such 
assignee shall have the right to submit 
the loss notices and forms as required 
by the contract. 

10. Contract Changes 

The Corporation reserves the right to 
change any terms and provisions of the 
contract from year to year. Any changes 
shall be mailed to the insured or placed 
on file and made available for public 
inspection in the office for the county at 
least 15 days prior to the cancellation 
date preceding the crop year for which 
the changes are to become effective, and 
such mailing or filing shall constitute 
notice to the insured. Acceptance of any 
changes will be conclusively presumed 
in the absence of any notice from the 
insured to cancel the contract as 
provided in section 12 of the policy. 

Note.—The reporting requirements 
contained herein have been approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget in accordance with the 
Federal Reports Act of 1942, and OMB 
Circular No. A-40. 

Note.—These regulations have been 
determined non-significant under the USDA 
criteria implementing Executive Order No. 
12044. A draft impact analysis is available 
from Peter F. Cole. Secretary, Federal Crop 
Insurance Corporation, Room 4096, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington. D.C 
20250. 

Approved by the Board of Directors on 
June 8,1979. 
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Dated: June 8. 1979. 

Peter F. Cole, 

Secretary. Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation. 

Dated: June 13,1079. 

Approved by: 

W. Otto Johnson, 

Acting Manager. Federal Crop Insurance 
Corporation. 

|FR Doc. 79-18317 Filed 5-20-79 8:45 *m| 

BILLING CODE 3410-08-M 


Agricultural Marketing Service 
7 CFR Part 908 

[Valencia Orange Regulation 617] 

Valencia Oranges Grown in Arizona 
and Designated Part of California; 
Limitation of Handling 

agency: Agricultural Marketing Service, 
USDA. 

action: Final rule. 

summary: This regulation establishes 
the quantity of fresh California-Arizona 
Valencia oranges that may be shipped 
to market during the period June 22-28, 
1979. Such action is needed to provide 
for orderly marketing of fresh Valencia 
oranges for this period due to the 
marketing situation confronting the 
orange industry. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 22,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Malvin E. McGaha, 202-447-5975. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Findings. 
This regulation is issued under the 
marketing agreement, as amended, and 
Order No. 908. as amended (7 CFR Part 
908), regulating the handling of Valencia 
oranges grown in Arizona and 
designated part of California. The 
agreement and order are effective under 
the Agricultural Marketing Agreement 
Act of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601- 
674). The action is based upon the 
recommendations and information 
submitted by the Valencia Orange 
Administrative Committee and upon 
other available information. It is hereby 
found that the action will tend to 
effectuate the declared policy of the act. 
This regulation has not been determined 
significant under the USDA criteria for 
implementing Executive Order 12044. 

The committee met on June 19.1979 to 
consider supply and market conditions 
and other factors affecting the need for 
regulation and recommended a quantity 
of Valencia oranges deemed advisable 


to be handled during the specified week. 
The committee reports the demand for 
Valencia oranges continues to be weak. 

It is further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest to give preliminary notice, 
engage in public rulemaking, and 
postpone the effective date until 30 days 
after publication in the Federal Register 
(5 U.S.C. 553], because of insufficient 
time between the date when information 
became available upon which this 
regulation is based and the effective 
date necessary to effectuate the 
declared policy of the act. Interested 
persons were given an opportunity to 
submit information and views on the 
regulation at an open meeting. It is 
necessary to effectuate the declared 
purposes of the act to make these 
regulatory provisions effective as 
specified, and handlers have been 
apprised of such provisions and the 
effective time. 

§ 908.917 Valencia Orange Regulation 
617. 

Order, (a) The quantities of Valencia 
oranges grown in Arizona and 
California which may be handled during 
the period June 22,1979, through June 28, 
1979, are established as follows: 

(1) District 1: 252,000 cartons; 

(2) District 2:198,000 cartons; 

(3) District 3: Unlimited. 

(b) As used in this section, "handled", 
"District 1", "District 2", "District 3", 
and "carton" mean the same as defined 
in the marketing order. 

(Secs. 1-19. 48 Stat. 31, as amended: 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated: June 20.1979. 

D. S. Kurytoski, 

Acting Deputy Director. Fruit and Vegetable 
Division, Agricultural Marketing Service. 

|Fit Doc. 79-19621 Filed 5-20-79; 1115 am) 

BILLING CODE 3410-02-M 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

13 CFR Part 123 

[Revision 9, Arndt. 15] 

Disaster Loans; Displaced Business 
Loans 

agency: Small Business Administration. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This final rule amends 
paragraph 123.1(b)(2) to conform it to a 
statutory change made in the Small 
Business Act by Public Law 95-89. The 
effect of the change is to broaden the 


eligibility of small business concerns for 
loans when such concerns have suffered 
substantial economic injury as a result 
of their location in or proximity to a 
project constructed by or with funds 
provided in whole or in part by the 
Federal Government or by a project 
undertaken by a State or local 
government or by a public service entity, 
where such authority has the power of 
eminent domain over such project. 
Formerly such loans were limited to 
businesses displaced by Federal, or 
Federally-funded programs. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 21.1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John E. Moore, Director, Office of 
Disaster Loans, Small Business 
Administration, 1441 L Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20416 (202) 653-6880. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: SBA has 

determined that it would serve no useful 
purpose to subject this amendment to 
public participation, since it is presently 
applicable. Therefore this change is 
effective upon publication. 

Pursuant to the authority of Section 
5(b)(6) of the Small Business Act, (15 
U.S.C. Sec. 634(b)(6)), SBA amends 
Section 123.1 of Chapter I, Title 13 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations by revising 
(b)(2) to read as follows: 

§123.1 General. 

* * § « « 

(b) • • • 

(2) To assist in reestablishing its 
business, continuing in business at its 
existing location, in purchasing a 
business, or in establishing a new 
business, if SBA determines that the 
concern has suffered substantial 
economic injury as a result of its 
location in or proximity to a project 
constructed by or with funds provided in 
whole or in part by the Federal 
Government or by a program or project 
by a State or local government or public 
service entity, provided such 
government or public service entity has 
the authority to exercise the right of 
eminent domain on such program or 
project; 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Programs No. 59.001 (Displaced Business 
Loans).) 

Dated: June 8,1979. 

William H. Mauk, Jr., 

Acting Administrator. 

1FR Doc 79-18319 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE S02S-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 

14 CFR Part 39 

(Docket No. 78-CE-13-AD; Arndt 39-3428] 

Airworthiness Directives; Cessna 
Models 120,140,150, 170,172,175, 

177, 180, 182, 185, 188, 190, 195, 205, 
206, 207, and 210 Airplanes; Correction 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

action: Correction of final rule. 


summary: This action corrects a rule 
issued on April 4,1979. and appearing in 
FR Doc. 79-11709 on pages 22440 and 
22441 in the issue of Monday, April 18. 
1979 (78-CE-13-AD). An airplane serial 
number was incorrectly cited in the 
Applicability Statement of the 
Airworthiness Directive (AD) which 
necessitates this correction. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 6.1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Earsa L Tankesley, Aerospace Engineer, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, 
FAA, Central Region. 601 East 12th 
Street. Kansas City, Missouri 64106; 
Telephone (816) 374-3446. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA 
issued a final rule AD with an effective 
date of May 21.1979. In the final rule, in 
the Applicability Statement of the AD, 
the beginning serial number for Model 
150 airplanes was incorrectly cited as 
•‘150065062 ’. It should read ‘’15065062”. 
Action is taken herein to make this 
correction. Since the change is editorial 
in nature, notice and public procedure 
thereon are not considered necessary. In 
FR Doc. 79-11709 appearing at pages 
22440 and 22441 in the Federal Register 
of April 16.1979. line 2 of the AD 
Applicability Statement appearing on 
page 22441 should be corrected to read 
*15065062 through 15075564”. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601 and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958. as amended. (49 U.S.C, 
1354(a), 1421 and 1423); Sec. 6(c) Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); Sec. 
11.89 of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Sec. 11.89).) 

Issued in Kansas City. Missouri on June 6. 
1979. 

C. R. Metugin. Jr.. 

Director. Central Region. 

|FR Doc. 79-19169 Filed 6-20-79: 6:45 am| 

BILLING COOE 4910-13-64 


14 CFR Part 39 

(Docket No. 79-CE-9-AD; Amendment 39- 
3475) 

Airworthiness Directive; Cessna 140A, 
150, A150, 170, 172, R172, 175, P172, 
177, 180, 182, 185/A185, 188/A188, 

205, 206, U206/TU206, P206/TP206, 
207/T207, 210/T210, 336, and 337/ 
T337 Series Airplanes; Correction 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

action: Correction of final rule. 

summary: This action corrects a rule 
issued on May 21,1979, and appearing 
in FR Doc. 79-15468 on pages 29435 
through 29437 in the issue of Monday, 
May 21,1979 (79-CE-9-AD). An airplane 
serial number was incorrectly cited in 
the Applicability Statement, a military 
airplane model was inadvertently 
omitted from the Applicability 
Statement and an STC was erroneously 
cited in the body of the Airworthiness 
Directive (AD) which necessitates these 
corrections. 

effective date: June 6,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Donald L. Page, Aerospace Engineer, 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch. 
FAA, Central Region, 601 East 12th 
Street. Kansas City, Missouri 64106; 
Telephone (816J 374-3446. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The FAA 

issued a Final Rule AD with an effective 
date of May 29.1979. In the 
Applicability Statement of the AD. the 
First serial number in the Cessna R172 
series airplane was cited as P17227189. 
This serial number should be Pi7257189. 
Also in the Applicability Statement, the 
military version of the Cessna 337 series 
airplane was not listed by the 
designation appearing on the aircraft’s 
nameplate, namely M377B (S/N 337- 
MQ001 and up). Finally in the body of 
the AD. STC SA2967SW was 
erroneously cited as SA2976SW. Action 
is taken herein to make these 
corrections. Since the changes are 
editorial in nature, notice and public 
procedure thereon are not considered 
necessary. In FR Doc. 79-15468 
appearing on pages 29435 through 29437 
in the Federal Register of May 21.1979, 
make the following corrections: 

(1) The first serial number in the R172 
senes in the Applicability Statement 
appearing on page 29436 should be corrected 
to read “P17257189”. 

(2) Immediately below the 337/T337 series 
and serial numbers column in the 
Applicability Statement appearing on page 
29436 add the following line: 

“M337B S/N 337—M0001 and up”. 


(3) In Paragraph A appearing on page 29438 
and in the note immediately following 
Paragraph C also appearing on page 29436 
STC "SA2976SW" should be corrected to 
read “SA2967SW”. 

(Sec. 313(a). 601 and 603 of the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, as amended. (49 U.S.C. 
1354(a). 1421 and 1423; Sec. 6(c) Department 
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); Sec. 
11.89 of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Sec. 11.89)). 

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on 
June 6,1979. 

C. R. Melugin. Jr.. 

Director, Central Region. 

|KR Doc 79-19166 Filed 6-20-79: 6:45 «m| 

BILLING COOE 4910-13-44 


14 CFR Part 39 

(Docket No. 79-SO-46; Arndt. 39-3500] 

Airworthiness Directives; Piper Model 
PA-32RT-300T Series Airplanes 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This amendment adopts a 
new Airworthiness Directive (AD) 
which requires the replacement of the 
fuel flow indicator line on certain Piper 
Model PA-32RT-300T airplanes. The AD 
is prompted by reports of broken fuel 
flow indicator lines which could result 
in fuel leakage and engine power loss 
and has resisted in at least one 
emergency landing. 

DATE: Effective June 27,1979. 

Compliance required within the next 25 
hours’ time in service after the effective 
date of this AD unless already 
accomplished. 

addresses: The applicable service 
bulletin may be obtained from Piper 
Aircraft Corporation. 820 East Bald 
Eagle Street. Lock Haven. Pennsylvania 
17745. 

A copy of the Service Bulletin is 
contained in the Rules Docket. Room 
275, Federal Aviation Administration. 
Southern Region. 3400 Whipple Street. 
East Point. Georgia. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Gil Carter. ASO-214, Propulsion Section. 
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch, 
FAA. Southern Region, P.O. Box 20636. 
Atlanta. Georgia 30320, telephone (404) 
783-7435. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: There 
have been reports of broken fuel flow 
indicator lines which resulted in fuel 
leaking in the engine compartment and 
engine power loss on certain Piper 
Model PA-32RT-300T airplanes. There 
has been at least one emergency landing 
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attributable to a broken fuel flow 
indicator line which caused a significant 
power loss. Since this condition is likely 
to exist or develop in other airplanes of 
the same type design, an Airworthiness 
Directive is being issued which requires 
the replacement of the copper fuel flow 
indicator line with a stainless steel line 
on certain Piper Model PA-32RT-300T 
airplanes. 

Since a situation exists that requires 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public 
procedure hereon are impracticable, and 
good cause exists for making this 
amendment effective in less than 30 
days. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to authority 
delegated to me by the Adminisrator, 
Section 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulation (14 CFR 39.13) is 
amended, by adding the following new 
Airworthiness Directive: 

Piper Aircraft Corporation. Applies to Model 
PA-32RT-300T. serial numbers 32R- 
7887001 through 32R-7987124 airplanes 
certificated in all categories. 

Compliance required within the next 25 
hours' time in service after the effective date 
of this AD unless already accomplished. 

To prevent possible fuel leakage and 
engine power loss, accomplish the following: 

a. Remove the lower cowling. 

b. Remove the Vfe-inch copper fuel flow 
indicator tube attached to the fuel servo and 
to the left rear baffle. 

c. Install the Vfe-inch stainless steel tube, 
Piper part number 67700-348 between the fuel 
servo and the left rear baffle. 

d. Pressurize the fuel system by positioning 
the mixture control to idle cut-off, turning the 
master switch on, and turning the fuel boost 
pump on. 

e. Check the tube fittings for leaks and 
correct discrepancies as necessary. 

f. Replace the lower cowling. 

g. Make an appropriate maintenance record 
entry. 

h. An equivalent method of compliance 
may be approved by the Chief. Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch. Federal Aviation 
Administration. Southern Region. 

Note.—Piper Service Bulletin 652 pertains 
to this subject. 

This amendment becomes effective June 27. 
1979. 

(Secs. 313(a). 601. and 603. Federal Aviation 
Act of 1956. as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a). 
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14 
CFR 11.89.) 

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on June 12. 
1979. 

George R. LaCaille, 

Acting Director, Southern Region. 

[FR Doc. 79-19190 Filed 0-20-79: *45 am| 

BILLING COO€ 4910-13-M 


14 CFR Part 39 

l Docket No. 79-SO-32; Arndt. 39-3497) 

Airworthiness Directives; Piper Mode! 
PA-32 Series Airplanes 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This amendment amends an 
existing airworthiness directive (AD) 
applicable to Piper Aircraft Corporation 
Model PA-32R-300 series airplanes by 
providing an alternate means of 
compliance involving oil hose 
assemblies, by extending the time for 
compliance and by correcting the serial 
number affected. The amendment is 
needed because the FAA has approved 
an alternate means of compliance, and 
additional time is required for parts 
availability. 

dates: Effective date: June 25.1979. 
Compliance schedule—as prescribed in 
the body of AD. 

addresses: The applicable service 
bulletin may be obtained from Piper 
Aircraft Corporation, 820 East Bald 
Eagle Street, Lock Haven, Pennsylvania 
17745. A copy of the Service Bulletin is 
contained in the Rules Docket, Room 
275, Federal Aviation Administration, 
Southern Region, 3400 Whipple Street, 
East Point. Georgia. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Gil Carter, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, Flight Standards 
Division, Federal Aviation 
Administration, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta, 
Georgia 30320, telephone (404) 763-7435. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment amends Amendment 39- 
3223, (43 FR 35471), AD 78-18-08, which 
currently requires certain checks and 
inspections until replacement of oil 
coolers installed on Piper Model PA- 
32R-300 and PA-32RT-300 airplanes. 
After issuing Amendment 39-3223, the 
FAA has determined, based on design 
analysis and qualification testing, that 
installation of certain new hose 
assemblies is an equivalent method of 
compliance and the compliance time 
may be extended to accommodate parts 
availability. This amendment also 
corrects an error in the effectivity 
statement. Therefore, the FAA is 
amending Amendment 39-3223 by: 
correcting the effectivity statement, 
adding an alternate method of 
compliance, and extending the 
compliance time on Piper Model PA- 
32R-300 and PA-32RT-300 airplanes. 

Since this amendment provides an 
alternate means of compliance and 
imposes no additional burden on any 


person, notice and public procedure 
hereon are unnecessary, and good cause 
exists for making the amendment 
effective in less than 30 days. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator. 
Section 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is 
amended by amending Amendment 39- 
3223. (43 FR 35471), AD 78-16-08, as 
follows: 

1. By revising the applicability paragraph to 
read: 

Piper Aircraft Corporation. Applies to Model 
PA-32R-300 serial numbers 32R-7680001 
through 32R-7880068 inclusive; Model 
PA-32RT-300 serial numbers 32R- 
7885001 through 32R-7885207 inclusive, 
airplanes, certificated in all categories. 

2. By revising paragraph (a) to read: 

(a) On or before September 30,1979, unless 
already accomplished, accomplish either (1) 
or (2): 

(1) Replace both engine oil coolers. Piper 
Part Number 18599-00 (Harrison Part Number 
AP09AU06-01). if installed, with Piper Oil 
Cooler replacement kit 763-859V. 

(2) Modify the oil cooler system in 
accordance with Aircraft Metal Products STC 
SA3736WE dated September 27.1978. 

This amendment becomes effective 
June 25.1979. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958. as amended. (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); 14 
CFR 11.89). 

Issued in East Point, Georgia, on June 
11,1979. 

George R. LaCaille, 

Acting Director, Southern Region. 

(FR Doc. 7B-191S9 Filed S-20-79; *45 amj 

BILUNG COOE 4910-13-41 


14 CFR Part 39 

(Docket No. 79-NW-10-AD; Arndt. 39-34991 

Airworthiness Directives; Rockwell NA 
265-60 Airplanes Equipped With 
Raisbeck Mark Five Modification 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: On April 13,1979, a 
telegraphic Airworthiness Directive 
(AD) was issued and made effective 
upon receipt to all known operators of 
Rockwell NA 265-60 (Sabreliner) which 
had been modified per Raisbeck STC 
SA687NW. The AD. which was 
amended April 16,1979, and April 23, 
1979, required deactivation of the flap 
system and the imposition of certain 
operating limitations following an 
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incident which resulted in loss of control 
of a modified Sabreliner. AD action was 
taken to preclude use of the flaps 
pending corrective action. This 
condition still exists, and the AD is 
hereby published in the Federal Register 
to make it effective as to all persons. 
dates: The effective date is July 1,1979, 
except for recipients of the telegram 
dated April 13,1979, as amended on 
April 16.1979, and April 23,1979, which 
contained this amendment. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. William M. Perrella, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, FAA 
Northwest Region. 9010 East Marginal 
Way South, Seattle, Washington 98108. 
Telephone (206) 767-2516. 

SUPPLEMENTAL information: During a 
certification test flight of a Rockwell NA 
265-65, an uncontrollable roll was 
encountered upon extension of the flaps. 
The roll was arrested and control of the 
airplane regained after the flaps were 
retracted. Inspection revealed that the 
outboard flexible drive shaft to the outer 
drive unit on the right wing had sheared. 
The inner drive unit continued to 
function, causing the flap to skew. The 
flap asymmetry system failed to detect 
this condition; consequently, the 
outboard edge of the flap was driven 
into the aileron, causing it to jam. Since 
this problem is likely to develop on 
Rockwell NA 265-60 airplanes with the 
Raisbeck Mark Five modification, the 
Airworthiness Directive has been issued 
and is now published in the Federal 
Register to require the flap system to be 
deactivated until corrective action is 
taken. 

Since a situation existed that required 
immediate adoption of this regulation, it 
is found that notice and public 
procedure thereon were impracticable 
and good cause existed at the time of 
issuance, and still exists, for making this 
amendment effective in less than 30 
days. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Section 39.13 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) is amended . 
by adding the following new 
Airworthiness Directive: 

RAISBECK: Applies to Rockwell Model NA 
265-60 airplanes equipped with the 
Raisbeck Mark Five modification in 
accordance with STC SA687NW. 

A. To prevent possible jamming of the 
aileron system, before further flight, unless 
already accomplished, complete the 
following: 

1. Deactivate the flap system by pulling 
and collaring the circuit breaker which 
supplies power to the flap motor. 


2. Install a placard in full view of the flight 
crew which reads “FLAP SYSTEM 
INOPERATIVE” 

B. The following operating limitations 
apply: 

1. Landing operations at or above VFR 
minimums only. 

2. Conduct takeoffs in accordance with the 
Airplane Flight Manual, 

3. Add 50 percent to factored landing 
distance (FAR 121). 

4. For landings on wet runways, increase 
dry runway distance as determined per item 
3 by a factor of 15 percent. Thrust reversers 
must be used. 

C. This Amendment is effective July 1 , 1979, 
and was effective earlier for all recipients of 
the telegram as amended. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958. as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423) and Section 6(c) of the 
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c); and 14 CFR 11.89). 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which is not 
considered to be significant under the 
provisions of Executive Order 12044, as 
implemented by Department of 
Transportation Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26,1979.) 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on June 
11,1979. 

The incorporation by reference 
provisions in the document were 
approved by the Director of the Federal 
Register on June 19,1967. 

C. B. Walk, Jr.. 

Director, Northwest Region. 

[FR Doc. 79-19191 Filed S-20-79: 8:45 um) 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-N 


14 CFR Part 71 

[Airspace Docket No. 79-GL-11 

Alteration to Transition Area 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: The nature of this federal 
action is to alter the controlled airspace 
near Ely, Minnesota to accommodate 
two new instrument approach 
procedures, Very High Frequency 
Omnidirectional Range/Distance 
Measuring Equipment (VOR/DME) 
Runway 12 and Very High Frequency 
Omnidirectional Range/Distance 
Measuring Equipment (VOR/DME) 
Runway 30, into Ely Municipal Airport. 
In addition, amendments to existing 
procedures VOR Runway 12, and VOR 
Runway 30 are being accomplished. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: August 9,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Doyle Hegland, Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division, 
AGL-530, FAA, Great Lakes Region. 


2300 East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, 
Illinois 60018, Telephone (312) 694-4500, 
Extension 456. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

intended effect of this action is to insure 
segregation of the aircraft using this 
approach procedure in instrument 
weather conditions and other aircraft 
operating under visual conditions. The 
circumstances which created this action 
were an effort on the part of the FAA to 
provide this airport with improved 
instrument approach capability. The 
minimum descent altitude for this 
procedure may be established below the 
floor of the 700 foot controlled airspace. 
In addition, aeronautical maps and 
charts will reflect the area of the 
instrument procedure which will enable 
other aircraft to circumnavigate the area 
in order to comply with applicable 
visual flight rule requirements. 

Discussion of Comments 

On page 21813 of the Federal Register 
dated April 12,1979. the Federal 
Aviation Administration published a 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making which 
would amend Section 71.181 of Part 71 
of the Federal Aviation Regulations so 
as to alter a transition area at Ely, 
Minnesota. Interested persons were 
invited to participate in this rulemaking 
proceeding by submitting written 
comments on the proposal to the FAA. 
No objections were received as a result 
of the Notice of Proposed Rule Making. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is 
amended, effective August 9,1979, as 
follows: 

In §71.181 (44 FR 442), the following 
transition area is added: 

Ely, Minnesota 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
ft. above the surface within a 6 statute mile 
radius (5.2 nautical miles) from the 308* true 
bearing from the geographical center of the 
Ely, Minnesota Airport (47 < ’49'26“ N. 
091'49'42” W., estimated) clockwise to the 
113* true bearing; then via the 8.5 statute mile 
radius (7.1 nautical miles) from the 113* true 
bearing clockwise to 308* true bearing from 
the Airport, including that airspace 4 statute 
miles (3.5 nautical miles) each side of the 308* 
true bearing, extending northwest from the 6 
and 8.5 statute mile radius to 10.5 statute 
miles (9 nautical miles) from the airport, and 
that airspace 4 statute miles (3.5 nautical 
miles) each side of the 113* true bearing, 
extending southeast from the 6 and 8.5 statute 
mile radius to 10.5 statute miles (9 nautical 
miles) from the airport, excluding that 
airspace overlying prohibited area 204 (P204). 
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This amendment is made under the 
authority of Section 307(a), Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); 
Sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); Sec. 11.61 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
11.61). 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
has determined that this document 
involves a regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044, 
as implemented by Department of 
Transportation Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 
1979). A copy of the final evaluation 
prepared for this document is contained 
in the docket. A copy of it may be 
obtained by writing to the Federal 
Aviation Administration. Attention: 
Rules Docket Clerk (AGL-7). Docket No. 
79-GL-l, 2300 East Devon Avenue. Des 
Plaines. Illinois. 

Issued in Des Plaines. Illinois, on June 8. 

1979. 

Wayne J. Bartow, 

Acting Director. Great Lakes Region. 

|FR Doc. 79-19196 Filed 6-20-79; 8.45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-11 


14 CFR Part 71 

I Airspace Docket No. 79-GL-8J 

Alteration to Control Zone and 
Transition Area 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: The nature of this federal 
action is to designate additional 
controlled airspace near Worthington, 
Minnesota to accommodate a new Very 
High Frequency Omnidirectional Range 
(VOR) Runway 29 and Very High 
Frequency Omnidirectional Range 
(VOR) Runway 11 instrument approach 
procedure into the Worthington 
Municipal Airport. Worthington, 
Minnesota established on the basis of a 
request from the Worthington Airport 
officials to provide that airport with an 
additional instrument approach 
procedure to serve a newly constructed 
Runway 11/29. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 9.1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Doyle Hegland. Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division. 
AGL-530, FAA, Great Lakes Region, 
2300 East Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, 
Illinois 60018, Telephone (312) 694-4500. 
Extension 456. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

intended effect of this action is to insure 
segregation of the aircraft using this 


approach procedure in instrument 
weather conditions and other aircraft 
operating under visual conditions. The 
floor of the controlled airspace within 
the transition area will be lowered from 
1200 feet above the surface to 700 feet 
for a distance of approximately one mile 
beyond that now depicted. The control 
zone airspace will be altered by 
extending the zone approximately two 
miles east and approximately one mile 
northwest from that now depicted to 
accommodate a new Runway 11/29 
recently completed. The development of 
the proposed procedures necessitates 
the FAA to alter the designated airspace 
to insure that the procedures will be 
contained within controlled airspace. 
The minimum descent altitudes for this 
procedure may be established below the 
floor of the 700 foot controlled airspace 
at times when the control zone is not 
effective. In addition, aeronautical maps 
and charts will reflect the area of the 
instrument procedures which will 
enable other aircraft to circumnavigate 
the area in order to comply with 
applicable visual flight rule 
requirements. 

Discussion of Comments 

On page 21812 of the Federal Register 
dated April 12,1979. the Federal 
Aviation Administration published a 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making which 
would amend Sections 71.171 and 71.181 
of Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations so as to alter a control zone 
and designate a transition area at 
Worthington. Minnesota. Interested 
persons were invited to participate in 
this rulemaking proceeding by 
submitting written comments on the 
proposal to the FAA. No objections 
were received as a result of the Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making. 

Adoption of the Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by the Administrator, 
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) is 
amended, effective August 9.1979, as 
follows: 

In § 71.181 (44 FR 442), the following 
transition area is amended to read: 

Worthington. Minnesota 

That airspace extending upward from 700 
ft. above the surface within a 9-mile radius of 
the Worthington Municipal Airport (latitude 
43’39'ir N.. longitude 095*3501'' W ). 

In § 71.171 (44 FR 353) the following 
control zone is amended to read: 

Worthington, Minnesota 

Within a 5-mile radius of Worthington 
Municipal Airport (latitude 43*39T7" N.. 
longitude 095*35'01" W.); within 2.5 miles 


each side of the 098* true radial, extending 
from the 5-mile radius to 6.5 miles east of the 
VOR; within 2.5 miles each side of the 318* 
true radial, extending from the 5-mile radius 
to 6.5 miles northwest of the VOR. This 
control zone is effective during the specific 
dates and times established in advance by a 
Notice to Airmen. The effective date and time 
will thereafter be continuously published in 
the Airmen's Information Manual. 

This amendment is made under the 
authority of Section 307(a), Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)); 
Sec. 6(c), Department of Transportation 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); Sec. 11.61 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 
11.61). 

The Federal Aviation Administration 
has determined that this document 
involves a regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044, 
as implemented by Department of 
Transportation Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26, 
1979). A copy of the final evaluation 
prepared for this document is contained 
in the docket. A copy of it may be 
obtained by writing to the Federal 
Aviation Administration. Attention: 

Rules Docket Clerk (AGL-7), Docket No. 
79-GL-8, 2300 East Devon Avenue, Des 
Plaines, Illinois. 

Issued in Des Plaines. Illinois, on June 12, 
1979. 

Wayne J. Barlow, 

Acting Director, Great Lakes Region. 

[FR Doc. 79-19195 Piled 6-29-79. 8 45 om| 

BILLING COOE 4910- 13-M 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
16 CFR Part 1 

Trade Regulation Rulemaking 
Procedures 

agency: Federal Trade Commission. 
action: Final Rule, 

summary: This procedural rule specifies 
the time of promulgation of trade 
regulation rules for the purposes of 
determining the prematurity, timeliness 
or lateness of petitions for judicial 
review filed under § 18(e)(1)(A) of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act, 15 
U.S.C. § 57a(e)(l)(A). Under the new 
rule, trade regulation rules are deemed 
promulgated at 3:00 PM Eastern 
Standard Time on the fourth day after 
the date on which the final rule and 
statement of basis and purpose are 
published in the Federal Register. 

DATES: EFFECTIVE DATE: June 21, 1979. 
COMMENT DATE: While these rules are 
effective immediately, the Commission 
invites comment on them on or before 
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July 23,1979. The Commission will 
review all comments received and take 
whatever action, if any, it deems 
appropriate. 

ADDRESS: Submit comments to: Office of 
the Secretary, Federal Trade 
Commission. 6th Street & Pa. Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20580. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Linda A. Heary, Attorney, Office of 
General Counsel, Federal Trade 
Commission, 6th Street & Pa. Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20580 (202) 523- 
1916. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

purpose of the new rule is to clarify any 
existing uncertainty regarding the 
commencement and duration of the 60- 
day time period for filing petitions for 
review under section 18a(e)(l)(A) of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act (15 
U.S.C. 57a(e)(l)(A)). It has come to the 
Commission’s attention in recent months 
that persons filing petitions for review of 
trade regulation rules have occasionally 
filed such petitions before publication of 
the final rule and statement of basis and 
purpose in the Federal Register. 
Inasmuch as venue is initially 
established under 28 U.S.C. 2112(a) by 
ascertaining the Court of Appeals in 
which the first valid petition for review 
is filed, the Commission believes that 
this new rule will provide all potential 
petitioners an equal opportunity to 
participate in the "race to the 
courthouse” established under that 
section. Moreover, agencies have been 
encouraged by the courts to enact 
regulations which establish the precise 
time of promulgation. See Industrial 
Union Dep't v. Bingham, 570 F.2d 965. 
969(D.C. Cir. 1977). 

Under the new rule, all trade 
regulation rules issued under subpart B 
of 16 CFR Chapter 1 are deemed 
promulgated at 3:00 PM Eastern 
Standard Time on the fourth day after 
the date of publication of the Final rule 
in the Federal Register, unless such day 
is a Saturday. Sunday or national 
holiday in which event the rule is 
deemed promulgated on the following 
business day. The four-day delay is 
intended to provide potential petitioners 
an equal opportunity to review the 
information published in the Federal 
Register before preparing their petitions 
for review. Also, promulgation is 
scheduled for 3:00 PM EST because 
petitioners from the western regions of 
the United States would presumably be 
excluded from the race to the 
courthouse if an early morning hour 
were selected since many of the 
courthouses in these regions would not 
yet be open. The measurement of 


standard time for purposes of the new 
rule is governed by 15 U.S.C. 260a which 
takes into account adjustments of time 
based upon Daylight Saving Time. 

Under the new rule, petitions for 
review filed with courts prior to the 
official promulgation time would be 
prematurely Filed. Similarly, petitions for 
review Filed later than the sixtieth day 
after a rule is officially promulgated 
would be filed too late under section 
18a(e)(A) of the FTC Act. 

The Commission is especially 
interested in receiving public comments 
concerning the appropriateness of the 
particular time selected as the official 
promulgation time under the new rule. 

Of course, public comment concerning 
any other aspect of the new rule is also 
encouraged. 

PART 1—GENERAL PROCEDURES 

In consideration of the foregoing, 16 
CFR Chapter 1 is amended by adding a 
new § 1.14(d) to read as follows: 

§ 1.14 Promulgation. 
***** 

(d) For purposes of determining the 
prematurity, timeliness, or lateness of 
petitions for judicial review filed under 
§ 18(e)(1)(A) of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act (15 U.S.C. 57a(e)(l)(A)), 
a rule issued under this subpart shall be 
deemed promulgated at 3:00 PM Eastern 
Standard Time on the fourth day after 
the date on which the Final rule and 
statement of basis and purpose are 
published in the Federal Register. In the 
event such day is a Saturday, Sunday or 
national holiday, then the rule is 
deemed promulgated at 3:00 PM Eastern 
Standard Time on the following 
business day. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Carol M. Thomas, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19428 Filed 6-20-79.8:46 am| 

BILUNG CODE 6750-01-M 


16 CFR Part 438 

Proprietary Vocational and Home 
Study Schools; Rescission of 
Interpretation of Trade Regulation 
Rule Definition of “Course” and 
Publication of Corrected Version. 

agency: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Rescission of interpretation of 
Trade Regulation Rule definition of 
“course” FR Doc. 79-17319, appearing at 
44 FR 32207-09, June 5.1979 and 
publication of corrected version. 

SUMMARY: On June 5,1979, the Federal 
Trade Commission published an 


interpretation of its trade regulation rule 
concerning proprietary vocational 
schools (16 CFR Part 438). The 
interpretation contained language not 
approved by the Commission and 
repetitive of ideas already expressed. 
This document rescinds that publication 
and publishes the correct version. The 
interpretation clarifies the definition of 
the term “course” within the meaning of 
the trade regulation rule. The 
interpretation states that if a program of 
study, by its content, manner of 
promotion, catalog description or other 
manner, purports to prepare persons for 
either entry level jobs or full or part-time 
self-employment or for career 
advancement with either the same 
employer or a different employer, the 
program comes within the definition of 
“course’as set forth in the vocational 
school rule (16 CFR 438.1(c)). Programs 
which “improve or upgrade skills” are 
covered if they purport to qualify 
persons to either obtain jobs or get 
better jobs or positions in the same 
occupation. This document rescinds the 
previous document only insofar as the 
interpretation of “course” is concerned. 
Corrections to FR Doc. 79-36021 
contained in the June 5.1979, publication 
are not rescinded. 

date: Effective June 21,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 

Walter C. Gross, III, Federal Trade 
Commission, PM-H-280, 6th & 
Pennsylvania Ave., NW„ Washington. 
D.C. 20580. Telephone: (202) 523-3911. 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 

Federal Trade Commission 
Interpretation of 16 CFR Part 438 

“Course” 

Since the Vocational School Rule was 
issued, the Commission staff has 
received numerous requests for 
clarification as to what constitutes a 
“course” as defined at § 438.1(b) of the 
Rule. “Course” is defined in that Section 
as follows: 

(c) Course . (1) The term "course” 
means a residence, correspondence or 
combination program of study, 
education, training, or instruction 
consisting of a series of lessons, and/or 
classes which are coordinated, 
arranged, or packaged to constitute a 
curriculum or program of instruction and 
sold collectively, so long as the course 
purports to prepare or qualify 
individuals, or improve or upgrade the 
skills individuals need, for employment 
in any specific occupation, trade, or in 
job positions requiring mechanical, 
technical, business, trade, artistic, 
supervisory, clerical or other skills. (2) 
the terra “course” shall not be construed 
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to include high school equivalency 
courses or general self-improvement 
courses which do not purport to offer 
training necessary to obtain 
employment in a specific skill or trade. 

Under the definition, if a program of 
study, by its content, manner of 
promotion, catalog description or other 
manner, purports to prepare persons for 
either gntry level jobs, full or part-time 
self-employment or for career 
advancement with either the same 
employer or a different employer, the 
program comes within the Rule’s 
definition of “course.” Moreover, 
programs which “improve or upgrade 
skills” are covered if they purport to 
qualify persons to either obtain jobs or 
get better jobs or positions in the same 
general occupation. Training which is 
expressly limited to persons seeking to 
fulfill continuing education requirements 
in order to retain a professional of 
occupational license or standing in a 
professional society would not be 
covered. 

For example, a course in sales 
management offered to route salesmen 
would be covered because it purports to 
prepare salespersons for a new or 
different position. On the other hand, a 
course in sales management limited to 
persons who are already sales managers 
would not be covered because it is not 
improving or upgrading skills for the 
purpose of obtaining a new' or better 
position. Thus most courses in 
managerial or supervisory skills would 
be covered unless they were expressly 
limited to persons already holding 
managerial or supervisory positions. 

Similarly a program which is limited 
to teaching welders how to operate a 
new welding device which represents an 
improvement in the state of the art 
would not be covered because it would 
be for the purpose of improving or 
upgrading skills necessary or desirable 
for maintaining the same job. But if the 
program also taught or purported to 
teach basic welding principles and 
skills, it w'ould be covered because it is 
teaching job entry level skills. 

There are many training programs in 
the techniques and skills of effective 
selling. Since many of the courses are 
available to persons wishing to become 
employed as salespersons as well as 
those who are already so employed, 
they come within the Rule's definition of 
“course.” Only if enrollment is expressly 
limited to employed salespersons would 
such training not be covered. 

Many programs may be considered 
within the excluded category of self- 
improvement courses or conversely, 
vocational courses, depending upon how 
they are promoted. Program content 


must be considered in conjunction with 
the manner of promotion. Some training 
may be inherently vocational in nature 
and thus covered by the Rule unless 
expressly promoted in a non-vocational 
manner. For example, a TV repair 
course would normally be covered 
because the nature of the course is 
inherently vocational. Nevertheless, the 
same course of study would not come 
within the definition of “course” if it is 
promoted exclusively as a do-it-yourself 
course and if it contains no units or 
segments which would only be of use to 
a person engaged in the business of TV 
repair. 

Sometimes the length of a program 
can be determinative of coverage under 
the Rule. A three-hour course in Real 
Estate Basics would not be covered. No 
one could reasonably expect to 
assimilate the skills and knowledge 
necessary to sell real estate in such a 
brief time period. However, a course by 
the same title that offered 300 hours of 
training in principles of real estate 
would probably be considered a 
“course” under the Rule because of its 
vocational characteristics. Another 
distinction is applicable to this example. 
If the content of a “real estate” course 
were limited to preparing persons 
already knowledgeable in principles of 
real estate to take a licensing exam, it 
would not be covered (see the Statement 
of Basis and Purpose, Part C, 2(a); 
Federal Register, Vol. 43, No. 250, p. 
60803). Of course, if the qourse taught 
both the principles of real estate and 
how to take the examination, it would 
be covered. 

If any program of study or training, 
regardless of its length or content, is 
promoted or described in a way that 
expressly refers to possibilities for 
employment or earning income, it would 
come within the definition of “course.” 
(See the discussion of courses for civil 
service exams in the Statement of Basis 
and Purposes, Part C, 2(a)). 

Training such as dance, music or 
sewing, ordinarily would be primarily 
recreational in nature and would not be 
covered by the Rule unless expressly 
promoted in a manner that would lead 
potential students to believe that they 
could obtain employment or earn 
income through self-employment by 
taking the training. For example, 
programs of study which contain units 
on how to set up a professional studio, 
or how to market one's finished product 
would fall within the category of 
“courses” covered by the Rule, unless it 
could be demonstrated that they were 
primarily recreational in nature. On the 
other hand, there may be courses, such 
as art, writing and photography, which 


can have both employment and non¬ 
employment objectives. The content and 
promotion of these courses should be 
examined closely to ascertain whether 
the training is primarily vocational or 
recreational. 

Given these general guidelines and 
examples as to what constitutes a 
course, how does a school go about 
determinig whether a given training 
program is a “course" within the 
meaning of the Rule? 

(1) Look at how the program is 
promoted or described. If promises of 
jobs, earnings or career advancement 
are expressed or implied, it is a “course” 
regardless of length or content. 

(2) If the program is “neutrally” 
promoted or described, i.e., no express 
or implied jobs or earnings claims and 
no express limitations on enrollees, 
consider the content of the course, the 
students enrolled in the course, and its 
length to determine whether it is 
covered: 

(a) Decide whether the course is 
inherently vocational. Does it teach a 
skill for which there is a job market or 
opportunity for self-employed 
practitioners? 

(b) Consider the needs of the student 
who will enroll in the course. Are they 
vocational, recreational or for self- 
improvement? 

(c) If the skill being taught could 
satisfy both vocational and recreational 
needs, are there units of study designed 
for the vocational practitioners, i.e., 
how to market the product, how to run a 
small business, etc.? 

(d) Is the program expressly limited to 
persons who are already employed in a 
position requiring the skill which is 
being taught? 

If it is still not possible to determine 
whether a training program is a 
“course," schools may seek an FTC staff 
interpretation as to coverage. Staff 
interpretations, while not binding upon 
the Commission, may generally be relied 
upon to pattern a course of conduct until 
such time as the Commission may take a 
contrary position. Requests for staff 
interpretations should be addressed to: 

Federal Trade Commission. Bureau of 
Consumer Protection, Sixth & Pennsylvania 
Avenue, NW.. Washington, D C. 20580. 
Attention: Vocational School Program. 

Requests for interpretations should be 
accompanied by full description of the 
training program, copies of all 
promotional literature referring to the 
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program, sales presentations, catalog 
descriptions, etc. 

Carol M. Thomas, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19398 Filed 0-20-79: *45 ami 

BILLING CODE 6750-01-*! 


DEPARTMENT OF .TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 
33 CFR Part 100 
l CGD5-79-03R) 

Establishment of Special Local 
Regulations for the City of Norfolk, Va. 
Harborfest Regatta 

agency: Coast Guard, DOT. 
action: Final Rule. 

summary: This final rule details the 
special local regulations for the City of 
Norfolk HARBORFEST. The special 
local regulations are established to limit 
access to and control vessel traffic 
within the immediate vicinity of the 
HARBORFEST regatta. Due to the 
confined nature of the waterway and the 
expected congestion at the time of the 
regatta, these regulations are necessary 
to ensure safety of life on the Elizabeth 
River at Norfolk and Portsmouth, 
Virginia, immediately before, during and 
immediately after the regatta. 
dates: Effective dates: From 2:30 p.m. 
EDST until 11:00 p.m. EDST on June 10, 
1979 and from 2:30 p.m. EDST until 5:00 
p.m. EDST June 17,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: LT 
R. T. VIA. Commandere(b), Fifth Coast 
Guard District, Portsmouth, Virginia 
23705-804-398-6202. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
establishment of special local 
regulations to ensure the safety of life on 
the navigable waters of the United 
States immediately before, during and 
immediately after a regatta is authorized 
by 40 USC, sec. 454 and 33 CFR 100.35. 
There were no comments from the 
public concerning these special local 
regulations. In order that these special 
local regulations will be effective at the 
time of the scheduled event, I find that 
they may be made effective in less than 
30 days from publication. Accordingly, 
the following local regulations are 
established: 

(a) Location . The area subject to these 
regulations is those waters enclosed by 
lines drawn across the Elizabeth River 
at latitude of 36° 50' 54" N and 36° 50' 

19" N and a line drawn across the 
Eastern Branch of the Elizabeth River at 
a longitude of76 a 17'19" W. 


(b) Regulations. (1) Except for 
participants in the Norfolk Harborfest or 
persons or vessels authorized by the 
Coast Guard patrol commander, no 
person or vessel may enter or remain in 
the area specified in paragraph (a) of 
these regulations. 

(2) The operator of any vessel in the 
immediate vicinity of the area specified 
in paragraph (a) above of these 
regulations shall: 

(i) Stop his vessel immediately upon 
being directed to do so by any Coast 
Guard officer or petty officer; and 

(ii) Proceed as directed by the Coast 
Guard officer or petty officer. 

(3) Any spectator vessel may anchor 
outside of the area specified in 
paragraph (a) of these regulations. 

(4) The Coast Guard patrol 
commandor is a commissioned officer of 
the Coast Guard, who has been 
designated by the Commander, Fifth 
Coast Guard District. The patrol 
commander will be stationed at the 
reviewing platform at Town Point. 

(5) These regulations and other 
applicable laws and regulations shall be 
enforced by Coast Guard officers and 
petty officers on board Coast Guard and 
private vessels displaying the Coast 
Guard ensign. 

(46 U.S.C. sec. 454, 49 U.S.C. sec. 1055(b)(1); 

33 CFR 100.35, 49 CFR 1.46(b).) 

Dated: June 6,1979. 

T. T. Wetmore III, 

Rear Admiral U.S. Coast Guard. 

Commander. Fifth Coast Guard District 

[FR Doc. 79-19415 Filed 0-20-79:8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 


33 CFR Part 161 
(CGD 78-040c] 

Vessel Traffic Management; Puget 
Sound 

agency: Coast Guard. DOT. 

action: Extension of interim navigation 
rule. 

summary: This amendment extends the 
Puget Sound interim navigation rule. The 
interim rule was issued on March 14, 
1978, as a temporary emergency 
measure for 180 days pending Coast 
Guard rulemaking governing tanker 
operation in Puget Sound and 
surrounding waters. The interim rule 
was extended on September 8.1978. 

That extension expires June 30.1979; 
however. Coast Guard rulemaking will 
not be completed by that date. This 
amendment is necessary in order to 
keep the interim rule in effect until 


completion of the Coast Guard 
rulemaking proceeding. 

effective date: This amendment is 
effective July 1,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Captain R. A. Janecek, Office of Marine 
Environment and Systems (G-WLE/73), 
Room 7315, Department of 
Transportation, Nassif Building, 400 
Seventh Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 
20590. 202-420-1934. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: It has 

been determined that to provide notice 
and public comment on this extension 
would be impracticable, unnecessary, 
and contrary to the public interest. 
Comments on the interim rule were 
solicited when the rule was originally 
promulgated. The only changed 
circumstance is the fact that the 
rulemaking has taken longer than 
anticipated. There is not sufficient time 
to allow comment on this extension 
without the possibility that the interim 
rule could lapse for a period of time 
after the expiration of its current term 
before being reinstated or replaced by 
the rules currently under consideration 
by the Coast Guard. Since the interim 
rule and its previous extension were 
considered necessary to provide for a 
continuing scheme for controlling vessel 
operation and to avert reduction in 
environmental protection which could 
otherwise occur, such a lapse would be 
contrary to the public interest. For this 
same reason it has been determined that 
good cause exists for making the 
extension effective in less than 30 days 
form publication in the Federal Register. 

Drafting Information 

The principal persons involved in 
drafting the amendment are: Captain 
Robert A. Janecek, Project Manager, 
Office of Marine Environment and 
Systems, and Lieutenant G. S. Karavitis, 
Project Attorney, Office of the Chief 
Counsel, U. S. Coast Guard. 

Discussion and Background 

The interim rule was initially 
published March 14,1978 (43 FR 12257). 
An advanced Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking (ANPRM) was published on 
March 27.1978 (43 FR 12840) seeking 
public input on the regulation of tank 
vessel operations in Puget Sound. Due to 
the volume of comment and complexity 
of the issues raised, further study was 
necessary to determine a suitable 
regulatory approach. The interim rule 
was extended (43 FR 40224) to cover the 
period anticipated for completion of the 
rulemaking process. A Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) was 
published April 12,1979 (44 FR 21974). 
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Public hearings are scheduled on that 
proposal June 11-14, in Washington 
State. The current interim rule expires 
June 30.1979. The volume of comment 
and complexity of issues raised in 
response to this specific proposal is 
expected to be greater than that 
received from the advance notice. 
Consideration of public comment, 
preparation of responses to comments, 
and possible adoption of changes 
suggested by comments could not be 
done adequately prior to the expiration 
date of the current extension. A further 
extension is thus necessary to maintain 
the current level of protection of the 
navigable waters of Puget Sound 
pending completion of the Coast Guard 
rulemaking proceeding. 

In order to avoid the necessity of 
further extensions, this extension will 
remain in effect until cancelled. 
Cancellation will be effected as a part of 
the Final Rule. 

Accordingly, paragraph (c) of 
Appendix A to Part 161 of Title 33 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
to read as follows: 

Appendix A—Puget Sound Interim 
Navigation Rule 
***** 

(c) This rule is effective immediately and 
will remain in effect until cancelled. Notice of 
cancellation will be published in the Federal 
Register. 

(33 U.S.C. 1224) 

Dated: June 19,1979. 

Brock Adams, 

Secretary of Transportation. 

|FR Doc. 79-19448 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am) . 

BILLING COO£ 4910-14-44 


33 CFR Part 165 
l CGD14-79-2-R1 

Safety Zone—Vicinity of Vessel Pacific 
Fisher, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii 

agency: Coast Guard, DOT. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This amendment to the Coast 
Guard’s Safety Zone Regulations 
modifies the established Safety Zone 
Regulation in the vicinity of the vessel 
PACIFIC FISHER. This safety zone is 
established to safeguard the vessel 
PACIFIC FISHER while transiting into 
and out of Pearl Harbor. Hawaii while 
carrying dangerous cargo. 

DATES: This modification is effective on 
June 8,1979 and remains effective until 
such time as the vessel PACIFIC 
FISHER departs Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

LCDR J. W. AMOS or LTJG R. A. 

STRONG, c/o Commanding Officer. U.S. 
Coast Guard Marine Safety Office, 
Honolulu. Hawaii, P.O. Box 3160, 
Honolulu, Hawaii 96802, Tel: 808-546- 
5564. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
amendment is issued without 
publication of a notice of proposed 
rulemaking and this amendment is 
effective in less than 30 days from the 
date of publication, because public 
procedures on this amendment are 
impractical due to notice of arrival of 
the vessel PACIFIC FISHER being less 
than 30 days. This modification to the 
established Safety Zone regulation 
issued 7 June 1979 is due to a change in 
the PACIFIC FISHER’s proposed 
itinerary. 

DRAFTING information: The principal 
persons involved in the drafting of the 
rulemaking are LCDR ). W. AMOS, 
Executive Officer, and LTJG R.A. 
STRONG, Port Operations Officer. 
Marine Safety Office, Honolulu. Hawaii, 
P.O. Box 3160, Honolulu, HI.. 96802, Tel: 
808-546-5564. The project attorney is LT 
J. S. CARMICHAEL c/o Commander. 
Fourteenth Coast Guard District (dl), 300 
Ala Moana Blvd, Honolulu, Hawaii, Tel: 
808-546-7110. 

In consideration of the above, section 
165.1401 of Title 33 of Code of Federal 
Regulations is modified to read as 
follows: § 165.1401, Vicinity, Vessel 
PACIFIC FISHER, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii. 
The Area described below is a safety 
zone— 

(a) The waters of Pearl Harbor within 
100 yds of the vessel PACIFIC FISHER. 
For purposes of this Zone, Pearl Harbor 
is bounded seaward by a line drawn 
from Barbers Point Light located in 
position lat. 21°18.0’ N long 158°06.5' W 
(light list no. 3833) to Diamond Head 
Light located in position lat. 21*15.5' N 
long 157°48.7' W (light list no. 3759): (b) 
The dockside area consisting of the 
open pier apron area of any pier within 
Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, to which the 
vessel PACIFIC FISHER may tie up. 

(92 Stat. 1475 (33 U.S.C. 1225); 49 CFR 
1.46(H)(4)). 

Dated: June 7,1979. 

A. D. Utara. 

Commander. U.S. Coast Guard. Captain of 
the Port, Honolulu. Hawaii. 

(FR Doc. 79-19410 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 «m| 

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Corps of Engineers, Department of 
the Army 

33 CFR Part 240 

Water Resources Policies and 
Authorities; Implementation of 
Executive Order 11988 on Floodplain 
Management (ER 1165-2-26) 

agency: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. 
action: Final rule correction. 


SUMMARY: In FR Doc. 79-14909 
appearing at page 28524 dated Tuesday. 
May 15.1979, Part 239 “Water Resources 
Policies and Authorities: 

Implementation of Executive Order 
11988 on Floodplain Management” is 
redesignated Part 240. Part 239 was 
previously assigned to FR Doc. 78-29045 
appearing at page 47470 dated Friday, 
October 13.1978, “Water Resources 
Policies and Authorities: Federal 
Participation in Covered Flood Control 
Channels.” This amendment will correct 
the error in the assignment of the part 
number. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 21,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Maurice Jackson, 202-272-0122, or 
write: Office of the Chief of Engineers, 
Pulaski Building, Washington, D.C. 

20314. ATTN: DAEN-CWR-R. 

Dated: June 11.1979. 

Maximilian Imhoff, 

Colonel. Corps of Engineers. Executive 
Director of Civil Works. 

I PR Doc. 79-19385 Filed 6-20-79. 8:45 am| 

BILUNG CODE 3710-92-41 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Public Health Service 

42 CFR Part 57 

Grants for Construction of Teaching 
Facilities, Educational Improvements, 
Scholarships, and Student Loans 
Programs for the Training of Physician 
Assistants 

agency: Public Health Service, HEW. 
action: Final rule. 

summary: This rule sets forth 
requirements for programs for the 
training of physician assistants under 
section 701(7) of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 292(a)). 

EFFECTIVE date: This rule is effective 
June 21.1979. 













36176 


Federal Register / Vol. 44. No. 121 / Thursday, June 21, 1979 / Rules and Regulations 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Kenneth P. Moritsugu, M.D., 

Director. Division of Medicine, Bureau 
of Health Manpower, Health Resources 
Administration, Center Building, 3700 
East-West Highway, Hyattsville. 
Maryland 20782 (301-430-6418). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 

Federal Register of August 30,1977 (42 
FR 43630). the Assistant Secretary for 
Health, Department of Health, 

Education, and Welfare, with the 
approval of the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, added a new 
Subpart I to 42 CFR Part 57, entitled 
“Programs for the Training of Physician 
Assistants.'* 

Interested persons were invited to 
submit comments on or before October 
31,1977. Sixteen comments were 
received. The comments received and 
the Department’s response to the 
comments are set forth below. For 
clarity, the comments and responses 
have been arranged according to the 
section of the Interim-Final regulations 
to which they pertain. 

§57.802 Definitions. 

Several persons commented on the 
definition of “physican assistant" in 
§ 57.802. One comment suggested the 
requirement in this definition that the 
physician assistant be able to do the 
initial and follow-up evaluation of a 
patient of any age group is 
inappropriate, since physician assistants 
who are trained and competent to care 
for adolescents and children are not 
expected to care for the geriatric or 
adult patient except in emergency 
situations. For the sake of clarity, the 
definition has been revised to require 
that the physician assistant be able to 
evaluate patients of “various age 
groups” as opposed to patients of “any 
age group.” 

Several respondents expressed 
concern because the regulations do not 
provide for proficiency testing with 
respect to the required laboratory 
functions or continuing education to 
assure competency after training. The 
Department did not accept these 
comments because the competency of 
physician assistants is promoted by the 
certification examination administered 
every six years by the National 
Commission on Certification of 
Physician’s Assistants, in cooperation 
with the National Board of Medical 
Examiners. The physician assistant must 
produce evidence of participation in 
continuing education courses prior to 
recertification. Therefore, the 
Department believes that no change is 
necessary in the regulations. 


One of the respondents was 
concerned about the lack of a definition 
for the term “routine" laboratory tests 
as it is used in the definition of 
“physician assistant" in § 57.802. In this 
context, the procedures which are 
traditionally or commonly performed by 
a practicing physician are expected to 
form the basis for routine laboratory 
tests to be performed by the physician 
assistant. Further elaboration of the 
term would be inappropriate and overly 
restrictive. 

Similar comments called for greater 
specificity in describing terms such as 
“supervision" and “counseling." Since 
the extent of a physician assistant's role 
is dependent on individual State 
practice laws and regulations and the 
role of the supervising physician, 
providing greater specificity for these 
terms would not be appropriate. 

Several comments suggested that the 
definition of physician assistant reflect 
the prerogative of the local hospital to 
define policies that would govern the 
scope of practice of the physician 
assistant in the hospital setting. These 
hospital policies are written to govern 
physicians and other agents not 
employed by the hospital, but who are 
caring for patients for whom the hospital 
has legal responsibility. These policies 
are applicable to the physician’s actions 
in the hospital and, therefore, by virtue 
of the interdependent legal relationship 
of the physician and physician assistant, 
are already applicable to the physician 
assistant. The physician assistant is not 
a free agent in any setting and the 
definition reflects this relationship by 
stating that the physician assistant 
works “under the supervision and 
responsibility of a doctor of medicine or 
osteopathy." Consequently, the 
Department did not modify this section. 

Other comments sought deletion of 
the phrase “in the State in which the 
program is located” as used in the 
definition of “supervised clinical 
instruction." This definition addresses 
the curriculum design of the clinical 
component of the training program, a 
training phase which may or may not 
take place in the State in which the 
program is located. It is the 
Department's intent that the supervising 
physician, under whose guidance and 
responsibility the student takes the 
clinical practice phase, hold a full and 
unrestricted license in the State in which 
the student's supervised clinical practice 
training is located. The Department has 
revised this definition to clarify this. 

§ 57.803 Requirements. 

Comments were received concerning 
the restriction that physician assistants 


be associated with primary care 
programs. This requirement was 
imposed because Congress intended 
that a major initiative be launched to 
address shortages of primary care 
services. Recognizing that physician 
assistants, unlike many other types of 
health manpower, are trained 
specifically to extend physician 
services, the Interim-Final regulations 
provided Federal support for programs 
for training of physician assistants 
solely to meet primary care needs. 

The Department has reconsidered this 
primary care focus and decided that this 
limitation is unduly restrictive for 
purposes of these regulations and has 
deleted this limitation in the final 
regulation. However, the regulations for 
grants for Physician Assistant Training 
Programs under section 783 of the Public 
Health Service Act (the Act) (see FR 
Doc. 79-18257, appearing elsewhere in 
this issue) do provide preference in 
funding those programs which train 
assistants to primary care physicians. 

Several comments were received 
suggesting further specificity as to the 
required length of the training program 
and the type of credential awarded upon 
completion of the program. The 
requirement in § 57.803 relating to 
minimum length of the program is taken 
from section 701(7) of the Act and 
therefore remains unchanged. Further 
specificity regarding the credential to be 
awarded is in the Department’s view 
overly restrictive. 

Several respondents commented on 
§ 57.803(g), which addresses the 
placement of graduates of the programs 
in health manpower shortage areas. The 
comments suggested that the 
requirement that the program attempt to 
place graduates in “the State in which 
the program is located.” with respect to 
health manpower shortage areas, be 
deleted. 

The Department agrees that the 
requirement that the program place 
graduates “to the extent possible, in the 
State in which the program is located" 
may be unduly restrictive and therefore 
has revised this section to eliminate this 
requirement. 

One comment expressed the view that 
requirements for training programs 
should reflect the psychiatric, and human 
behavior curriculum needed by 
physician assistants, who by definition 
share with their physician employers the 
front line detection and management of 
common psychiatric and psychosocial 
problems among patients. In accordance 
with the Department's determination to 
provide curriculum parameters only, 
specific suggestions regarding 
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curriculum have not been incorporated 
into the regulations. 

Two respondents expressed general 
concern because student support is not 
provided under either section 701(7) or 
783 of the Act, which authorizes grants 
for these training programs. While the 
Secretary shares this concern, without 
statutory authority, student support 
cannot be provided. Physician assistant 
students are encouraged to seek 
assistance through the student financial 
aid programs administered by the Office 
of Education, such as the Guaranteed 
Student Loan Program. In addition, 
physician assistant students are eligible 
for National Health Service Corps 
Scholarships in return for a commitment 
to serve in the National Health Service 
Corps or Commissioned Corps of the 
Public Health Service. 

Finally, the Department has made 
several changes of an editorial or 
technical nature to clarify these 
regulations in accordance with 
‘ Operation Common Sense,” a 
comprehensive program to simplify, 
shorten, and expedite the Department’s 
regulation development process. 

Accordingly, the existing Subpart I of 
Part 57 of Title 42 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is revised and adopted as 
set forth below. 

Dated: May 7,1979. 

Charles Miller, 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Health. 
Approved: May 25.1979. 

Joseph A. Califano, Jr.. 

Secretary. 

Subpart I—Programs for the Training of 
Physician Assistants 

C*ir* 

57.801 Purpose and scope. 

57.802 Definitions. 

57.803 Requirements. 

Authority: Sec. 215, 58 Stat. 690. as 

amended, 63 Stat. 35 (42 U.S.C 216): sec. 
701(7)(B). 90 Stat. 2247 (42 U.S.C. 292a(7)(B)). 

Subpart I—Programs for the Training 
of Physician Assistants 

§ 57.801 Purpose and scope. 

(a) Section 701(7)(B) of the Public 
Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 292a(7)(B)) 
requires the Secretary to develop 
regulations for programs for the training 
of physician assistants. The purpose of 
this subpart is to comply with this 
requirement. 

(b) The regulatons in this subpart 
apply to all programs for the training of 
physician assistants supported under 
Title VII of the Public Health Service 
Act. 


§ 57.802 Definitions. 

For purpose of this subpart: 

‘'Academic year” means the 
approximately 9-12 month period of 
time during which the program is in 
session. 

“Full-time student” means a student 
who is enrolled in a program and 
pursuing a course of study which 
constitutes a full-time academic 
workload, as determined by the 
program, and which leads to a degree, 
diploma, or certificate of completion. 

“Health manpower shortage area” 
means an area designated under section 
322 of the Public Health Service Act. 

“Medical director” means the 
individual responsible for providing 
competent medical direction of the 
program. 

“Physician assistant” means an 
individual who is qualified by academic 
and clinical training to provide patient 
care services under the supervision and 
responsibility of a doctor of medicine or 
osteopathy. At a minimum, the 
physician assistant is competent to: 

(1) Do the initial and follow-up 
evaluation of patients of various age 
groups in any setting to elicit a detailed 
and accurate history, perform an 
appropriate physical examination, and 
record and present pertinent data, 
including interpretive recommendations, 
in a manner meaningful to the physician; 

(2) Perform or assist in the 
performance of routine laboratory and 
related studies as appropriate for a 
specific practice setting, such as blood 
studies, urinalyses, and 
electrocardiographic tracings; 

(3) Perform routine therapeutic 
procedures such as injections, 
immunizations, and the assessment, 
suturing, and care of wounds; 

(4) Instruct and counsel patients 
regarding physical and mental health, 
including matters such as nutrition, 
illness, treatment, normal growth and 
development, and age. sex, or lifestyle 
risk factors; 

(5) Perform the following functions in 
a hospital setting: patient work-ups, 
making patient rounds, recording patient 
progress notes, accurately and 
appropriately transcribing or executing 
standing orders and other specific 
orders at the direction of the supervising 
physician, and compiling and recording 
detailed progress reports and narrative 
case summaries; 

(6) Deliver or assist in the delivery of 
services, including the review and 
monitoring of treatment and therapy 
plans, to patients requiring initial or 
continuing care in settings other than a 
hospital, such as the home, nursing 
homes, and extended care facilities; 


(7) Evaluate and treat life-threatening 
emergency situations; 

(8) Interact with those community 
health services and other community 
resources which will facilitate the 
patient's care and continuity of care. 

“Supervised clinical practice” means 
direct participation in patient care by 
observation, examination, and 
performance of procedures as are 
appropriate for the assigned role of the 
student for the purposes of instruction 
under the guidance and responsibility of 
a physician who holds a full and 
unrestricted license in the State in which 
the supervised clinical practice is 
located. 

§ 57.803 Requirements. 

A program for the training of 
physician assistants must: 

(a) (1) Be accredited by the American 
Medical Association’s Committee on 
Allied Health Education and 
Accreditation: or 

(2) Have received a Letter of Support 
from the Joint Review Committee on 
Educational Programs for Physician's 
Assistants for its plans for a program for 
the training of physician assistants; 

(b) Have a medical director who is 
licensed to practice medicine or 
osteopathy in the State in which the 
program is located (or any State if the 
program is conducted by a Federal 
health facility) and who is experienced 
in the delivery of the type of health care 
services for which the program provides 
training; 

(c) Have an enrollment of not less 
than eight full-time students in each 
class; 

(d) Be a minimum of one academic 
year in length: 

(e) Consist of supervised clinical 
practice and at least four months (in the 
aggregate) of classroom instruction; 

(f) Develop and use methods designed 
to encourage graduates of the program 
to work in health manpower shortage 
areas, such as periods of supervised 
clinical practice in those areas; 

(g) Develop and use methods for 
placing graduates in positions for which 
they have been trained, including 
methods for placing graduates in 
positions in health manpower shortage 
areas. 

(h) Develop and use a method for 
evaluating the effectiveness of the 
program in training physician assistants, 
including; 

(1) Evaluation by faculty and students 
of the program in relation to its 
objectives; 

(2) Evaluation of student performance 
in classroom instruction and supervised 
clinical practice; and 
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(3) Evaluation of the number of 
graduates employed and the 
characteristics of their employment, 
such as geographical location, setting, 
and functions performed; and 

(4) Award a degree, diploma, or 
certificate of completion to individuals 
who have successfully completed the 
program. 

|FR Dot 79-18256 Filed 8-20-79; 945 «m| 

BILLING CODE 4110-83-M 


42 CFR Part 57 

Grants for Physician Assistant 
Training Programs 

agency: Public Health Service, HEW. 
action: Final regulations. 

summary: These regulations set forth 
requirements for grants for Physician 
Assistant Training Programs under 
section 783 of the Public Health Service 
Act. 

EFFECTIVE date: These regulations are 
effective immediately. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Kenneth P. Moritsugu, M.D., M.P.H., 
Director, Division of Medicine. Bureau 
of Health Manpower, Room 4-^4, Health 
Resources Administration, Center 
Building. 3700 East-West Highway. 
Hyattsville, Maryland 20782 (301) [436- 
6418). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Assistant Secretary for Health, 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, is adding a new subpart H, 
entitled, “Grants for Physician Assistant 
Training Programs" to 42 CFR Part 57, as 
set forth below. 

The purpose of the new subpart is to 
establish regulations for grants for 
Physician Assistant Training Programs 
under section 783 of the Public Health 
Service Act (“the Act"), 42 U.S.C. 295g- 
3(a)(1). This section authorizes the 
Secretary to make grants to public or 
nonprofit private entities to meet the 
costs of projects to plan, develop, and 
operate or maintain programs for the 
training of physician assistants (as 
defined in section 701(7) of the Act). 
Under section 701(7) of the Act, 42 
U.S.C. 292a(7)(A), the term “program for 
the training of physician assistants" is 
defined as “an educational program 
which has as its objective the education 
of individuals who will, upon 
completion of their studies in the 
program, be qualified to effectively 
provide health care under the 
supervision of a physician, and which 
meets regulations prescribed by the 


Secretary . . The Secretary has 
adopted regulations setting forth the 
structure and features that a training 
program must have in order to meet the 
definition in section 701(7) of the Act 
and be eligible for support under this 
grant program (See FR Doc. 79-18256, 
appearing elsewhere in this issue.) 

In the Federal Register of June 16,1978 
(43 FR 26077), the Secretary published a 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking setting 
forth proposed requirements for these 
grants. Interested persons were invited 
to participate in the rulemaking by 
submitting comments on or before July 
17,1978. 

It should be noted that the 
Department has revised these 
regulations to permit support to any 
program which trains physician 
assistants, as opposed to only those 
providing training in primary care 
services. This change was made in 
accordance with the same revision in 
the definition of physician assistant in 
the regulations establishing eligible 
physician assistant training programs 
under section 701(7) of the Act. After 
reconsidering the primary care 
limitation on eligibility, the Department 
felt it to be unduly restrictive for 
purposes of these programs. 

On the other hand, the Department 
has also revised § 57.706(b) of these 
regulations to establish a funding 
preference for projects which train 
assistants to the primary care 
physicians, as well as projects which 
conduct training in an area health 
education center funded under section 
781 of the Act. 

Programs for training physician 
assistants in primary care are being 
given a preference in accordance with 
the Department’s overall strategy for 
overcoming medical specialty and 
geographic distribution imbalances. 
Experience has demonstrated that 
physician assistants who are trained in 
primary care locate in noninstitutional 
settings and in rural areas in greater 
proportion than those trained in 
specialty careers. While support for 
physician assistant programs which 
provide training in other than primary 
care is available, the Department 
believes that any further expansion to 
nonprimary care fields threatens to 
repeat the pattern of overspecialization 
and fragmentation of services which has 
occurred in physician manpower. 

Funding preference is also given to 
physician assistant programs conducting 
training in area health education centers 
to encourage further development of 
area health education centers funded 
under section 781 of the Act. These 
programs provide a systematic approach 


for the coordinarmn of educational 
activities m the community and assist in 
alleviating imbalances in the 
distribution of health professionals 
The single oommeni submitted on 
these regulations addressed § 57 703 
entitled ‘Eligibility* This section 
provides that any public or nonprofit 
private entity located in a State is 
eligible to apply for a gram This 
respondent suggested that the term 
“public or nonprofit private entity" be 
defined to point out that colleges and 
universities which have training 
programs for physician assistants m 
academic units other than the medical 
school, such as a school or college of 
allied health, are eligible to apply for 
support Since the phrase ‘public or 
nonprofit private entity" includes these 
educational institutions the Secretary 
did not accept this suggestion 
Finally the 1 lepartment has made 
several changes of an editorial or 
technical nature to clarify these 
regulations in accordance with 
“Operation Common Sense." a 
comprehensive program to simplify 
shorten, and expedite the Department s 
regulation development process 
Accordingly Subpart H of 42 CFR Part 
57 is adopted as set forth below 

Dated May ” 1979 

Charles Miller. 

Acting Assistant Secreian *or Health 
Approved May 25 1979 

|oseph \ Califano Jr., 

Secretarv 

Subpart H—Grants for Physician Assistant 
Training Programs 

Set. 

57 ^01 Applicability 
57702 Definitions 

57.703 Eligibility. 

57.704 Application. 

57.705 Project requirements. 

57.706 Evaluation of applications. 

57.707 Grant award. 

57.708 Grant payments. 

57.709 Purposes for which grant funds must 
be spent. 

57.710 Nondiscrimination. 

57.711 Grantee accountability. 

57.712 Records, audit, and inspection. 

57.713 Applicability of 45 CFR pari 74. 

57.714 Additional conditions. 

Authority. Sec. 215 of the Public Health 

Service Act, 58 Stat. 690. as amended. 63 Stat. 
35 (42 U.S.C. 216); sec. 783(a)(1) of the Public 
Health Service Act. 90 Stat. 214 (42 U.S.C. 
295g-3(a)(l). 

Subpart H—Grants for Physician 
Assistant Training Programs 

§ 57.701 Applicability. 

The regulations in this subpart apply 
to the award of grants to public or 
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nonprofit private schools of medicine or 
osteopathy, and other public or 
nonprofit private entities under section 
783(a)(1) of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 295g-3(a)(l)) to meet the 
costs of projects to plan, develop, and 
operate or maintain programs for the 
training of physician assistants. 

§57.702 Definitions. 

As used in this subpart: 

“Act" means the Public Health 
Service Act, as amended. 

“Budget period" means the interval of 
time into which the approved activity is 
divided for budgetary and reporting 
purposes, as specified in the grant 
award document. 

“Council" means the National 
Advisory Council on Health Professions 
Education (established by section 702 of 
the Act). 

“Health manpower shortage area" 
means an area designated under section 
332 of the Act. 

“Nonprofit" as applied to any entity 
means one which is a corporation or 
association, or is owned and operated 
by one or more corporations or 
associations, no part of the net earnings 
of which inures or may lawfully inure to 
the benefit of any private shareholder or 
individual. 

“Physician assistant" means an 
individual who is qualified by academic 
and clinical training to provide patient 
care services under the supervision and 
responsibility of a doctor of medicine or 
osteopathy and who meets the 
requirements of 42 CFR 57.802. 

“Primary care" means health care 
which may be initiated by the patient or 
the provider, or both, in a variety of 
settings, and which consists of a broad 
range of personal health care services 
including promotion and maintenance of 
health, prevention of illness and 
disability, basic care during acute and 
chronic phases of illness, guidance and 
counseling of individuals and families, 
and referral to other health care 
providers and community resources 
when appropriate. In providing the 
services (1) the physical, emotional, 
social, and economic status of the 
patient is considered in the context of 
his or her cultural and environmental 
background, including the family and 
community, and (2) the patient is 
provided timely access to the health 
care system. 

“Project director" means an individual 
designated by the grantee in the grant 
application and approved by the 
Secretary to direct the project being 
supported under this subpart. 

“Project period" means the total time 
for which support for a project has been 


approved including any extensions of 
the project. 

"School of medicine" or "school of 
osteopathy" means a schoonvhich 
provides training leading respectively to 
a degree of doctor of medicine or a 
degree of doctor of osteopathy, and 
which is accredited as provided in 
section 772(b) of the Act. 

“Secretary" means the Secretary of 
Health. Education, and Welfare and any 
otherofficer or employee of the 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare to whom the authority involved 
has been delegated. 

"State" means, in addition to the 
several States, the District of Columbia, 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, the 
Northern Mariana Islands, the Virgin 
Islands, Guam. American Samoa, and 
the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands. 

“Supervised clinical practice" means 
supervised clinical practice as defined 
in 42 CFR 57.802(g). 

“Program for the Training of Physician 
Assistants" or “Program" means a 
program for the training of physician 
assistants as defined in 42 CFR 57.801- 
803. 

§57.703 Eligibility. 

Any public or non-profit private 
school of medicine or osteopathy or 
public or non-profit private entity 
located in a State may apply for a grant 
under this subpart. 

§57.704 Application. 

(a) Each eligible applicant seeking a 
grant under this subpart must submit an 
application at the time and in the form 
that the Secretary may require. 1 

(b) The application must be signed by 
an individual authorized to act for the 
applicant and to assume on behalf of the 
applicant the obligations imposed by the 
terms and conditions of any award, 
including the regulations of this subpart. 

(c) In addition to other pertinent 
information which the Secretary may 
require, an application for a grant under 
this subpart must contain: 

(1) A detailed description of the 
proposed project and of the manner in 
which the applicant intends to conduct 
the project and carry out the 
requirements of section 783 of the Act 
and this subpart, in particular, the 
requirements of § 57.705. This must 
include a budget for the proposed 
project and a justification for the 
amount of grant funds requested. 

(2) A copy of all laws and regulations 
pertaining to the practice of physician 


1 Applications and instructions may be obtained 
from the Grants Management Officer. Bureau of 
Health Manpower. HR A. Room 4-22, 3700 East- 
West Highway. Center Building. Hyaltsville, MD 
20782. 


assistants in the State or States in which 
the applicant's supervised clinical 
practice will be conducted and in which 
the applicant will be encouraging its 
graduates to work. 

(3) A description of the present 
employment of any graduates of the 
program, to the extent available, and a 
description of the methods to be used by 
the program in placing its graduates. 

(4) Evidence that all applicable 
requirements of section 1513(e) of the 
Act have been met. 

§ 57.705 Project requirements. 

A project supported under this 
subpart must be conducted in 
accordance with the following 
requirements: 

(a) The project must conduct its 
program for the training of physician 
assistants in accordance with the 
requirements in 42 CFR 57.803. 

(b) The program must (1) be 
accredited by the American Medical 
Association's Committee on Allied 
Health Education and Accreditation a*a 
program for the Assistant to the Primary 
Care Physician: or (2) have received a 
Letter of Support from the Joint Review 
Committee on Educational Programs for 
Physician's Assistants for its plans for a 
program for the assistant to the primary 
care physician. 

(c) The program must be operational 
no later than 12 months after the award 
of a grant under this subpart. 

(d) The project must be conducted 
under the direction of the project 
director who must be employed full-time 
at the grantee institution(s). If the 
project director becomes unable to 
function in this capacity, the Secretary 
must be notified as soon as possible. 

(e) The project must evaluate the 
supervised clinical practice conducted 
by the program with respect to: 

(1) The variety of patient contact and 
care experiences afforded to 
participating students: 

(2) The adequacy and quality of 
supervision provided to participating 
students: and 

(3) The adequacy of the physical 
setting or settings in which the 
supervised clinical practice takes place. 

(f) (1) The project must provide on an 
annual basis, upon request and in a 
format acceptable to the Secretary, 
information in the aggregate regarding 
student characteristics, student attrition 
rate and student performance. 

(2) The project must provide on an 
annual basis, upon request and in a 
format acceptable to the Secretary, 
information in the aggregate regarding 
the employment of its graduates 
including place of employment. 
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§ 57.706 Evaluation of applications. 

(a) The Secretary, after consultation 
with the Council, will approve or 
disapprove all applications filed in 
accordance with § 57.704. taking into 
consideration: 

(1) The degree to which the project 
plan adequately provides for meeting 
the requirements set forth in § 57.705 
and 42 CFR 57.803; 

(2) The potential effectiveness of the 
project in carrying out the purposes of 
section 783 of the Act and this subpart; 

(3) The capability of the applicant to 
carry out the proposed project; 

(4) The local, regional, and national 
needs the project proposes to serve, 
including those identified by the Health 
Systems Agency and/or State Health 
Planning and Development Agency of 
the State or States in which the project 
will encourage graduates to practice; 

(5) The adequacy of the project’s plan 
for placing graduates in health 
manpower shortage areas; 

(6) The soundness of the fiscal plan 
for assuring effective use of grant funds; 
and 

(7) The potential of the project to 
continue on a self-sustaining basis after 
the period of grant support. 

(b) In determining the priority for 
funding of applications approved under 
paragraph (a) of this section, the 
Secretary will consider: (1) the relative 
merit of the proposed project based 
upon the factors in paragraph (a) of this 
section; and (2) the extent to which a 
proposed project contains any of the 
following elements: 

(i) Conducts a program for training 
physician assistants to provide primary 
care patient services under the 
supervision of a doctor of medicine or 
osteopathy. 

(ii) Conducts substantial portions of 
the program in a health manpower 
shortage area(s) or in an area health 
education center, funded under section 
781 of the Act; 

(iii) Establishes a program in a State 
which does not have a program: and 

(iv) Conducts a program in 
conjunction with primary care physician 
education in a manner which shares 
educational resources and encourages 
the use of physician assistants by 
physicians. 

§57.707 Grant award. 

(a) General. (1) Within the limits of 
funds available for this purpose, the 
Secretary may award grants to those 
applicants whose projects will, in his or 
her judgment best promote the purposes 
of section 783 of the Act as determined 
in accordance with §57.706. 


(2) All grant awards will be in writing 
and will state the amount of funds 
granted and the period for which grant 
funds will be available for obligation by 
the grantee. 

(3) Neither the approval of any project 
nor any grant award obligates the 
United States in any way to make any 
additional, supplemental, continuation, 
or other award with respect to any 
approved project or portion of an 
approved project. For continuation 
support, grantees must make separate 
application at the time and in the form 
as the Secretary may require. 

(b) The Secretary will determine the 
amount of any award on the basis of his 
or her estimate of the sum necessary for 
the cost (including both direct and 
indirect costs) of the project. 

(c) The Secretary may make a grant 
award for an additional budget period 
for any previously approved project if, 
on the basis of progress and accounting 
records, the Secretary finds that the 
project’s activities during the current 
budget period justify continued support 
of the project for an additional budget 
period. 

§57.708 Grant payments. 

The Secretary will from time to time 
make payments to a grantee of all or a 
portion of any grant award, either in 
advance or by way of reimbursement. 

§ 57.709 Purposes for which grant funds 
must be spent. 

(a) Grant funds must be spent solely 
for carrying out the approved project 
under section 783 of the Act. these 
regulations, and the terms and 
conditions of the grant award. 

(b) Grant funds may not be spent for 
sectarian instruction or any other 
religious purpose. 

(c) Any unobligated funds remaining 
in the grant account at the close of a 
budget period may be carried forward 
and will be available for obligation 
during subsequent budget periods of the 
project period. The amount of any 
subsequent award will take into 
consideration the amount remaining in 
the grant account. At the end of the last 
budget period, any unobligated funds 
remaining in the grant account must be 
refunded to the Federal Government. 

§ 57.710 Nondiscrimination. 

(a) In addition to the terms and 
conditions of these regulations, the 
following laws and regulations apply to 
grantees: 

(1) Section 704 of the Act (42 U.S.C. 
292d) and its implementing regulations. 

45 CFR Part 83 (prohibiting 
discrimination on the basis of sex in the 


admission of individuals to training 
programs). 

(2) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 
1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000d et seq .) and its 
implementing regulations, 45 CFR Part 
80 (prohibiting discrimination in 
Federally-assisted programs on the 
grounds of race, color, or national 
origin). 

(3) Title IX of the Education 
Amendments of 1972 (20 U.S.C. 1681 et 
seq.) and its implementing regulations. 
45 CFR Part 86 (prohibiting 
discrimination on the basis of sex in 
Federally-assisted education programs). 

(4) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and its 
implementing regulations, 45 CFR Part 
84 (prohibiting discrimination in 
Federally-assisted programs on the 
basis of handicap). 

(b) The grantee may not discriminate 
on the basis of religion in the admission 
of individuals to its training programs. 

§57.711 Grantee accountability. 

(a) Accounting for grant award 
payments. The grantee must record all 
payments made by the Secretary in 
accounting records separate from the 
records of all other funds, including 
funds derived from other grant awards. 
The grantee must account for the sum 
total of all amounts paid by making 
available evidence satisfactory to the 
Secretary of expenditures for costs 
meeting the requirements of this 
subpart. 

(b) Grant closeout. (1) Date of final 
accounting. A grantee must submit with 
respect to each grant under this subpart, 
a full account, in accordance with this 
subsection, as of the date of the 
termination of grant support. The 
Secretary may require other special and 
periodic accounting. 

(2) Final settlement. The grantee must 
pay to the Federal Government as final 
settlement with respect to each 
approved project the total sum of: 

(i) Any amount not accounted for 
under paragraphs (a) and (b) of this 
section; and 

(ii) Any other amounts due in 
accordance with 45 CFR Part 74 and the 
terms and conditions of the grant award. 
This total sum constitutes a debt owed 
by the grantee to the Federal 
Government and is recoverable from the 
grantee or its successors or assignees by 
setoff or other lawful action. 

§57.712 Records, audit, and Inspection. 

Each entity which receives a grant 
under this subpart must, in addition to 
the requirements of 45 CFR Part 74, meet 
the requirements of section 705 of the 
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Act, concerning recordkeeping, audit, 
and inspection. 

§ 57.713 Applicability of 45 CFR Part 74. 

The provisions of 45 CFR Part 74, 
establishing uniform administrative 
requirements and cost principles, apply 
to all grants awarded under this subpart. 

§57.714 Additional conditions. 

The Secretary may with respect to 
any grant award impose additional 
conditions prior to or at the time of any 
award when, in his or her judgment, 
these conditions are necessary to assure 
or protect advancement of the grant, the 
interest of the public health, or the 
conservation of grant funds. 

|FR Doc. 79-18257 Filed 6-20-79 8:45 am] 

BILUNG CODE 4110-63-M 


COMMUNITY SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 

45 CFR Part 1067 

ICSA Instruction 6004-51 

Funding of CSA Grantees; Due 
Process Rights for Applicants Denied 
Benefits under CSA-funded Programs 

agency: Community Services 
Administration. 

action: Final rule. 

summary: The Community Services 
Adminstration is filing a final rule which 
requires that CSA-funded grantees and 
their delegate agencies establish a 
process and make known procedures for 
review of denial of assistance under 
CSA-funded programs to any persons or 
households. CSA has determined that 
applicants for assistance should have a 
right at the operating level for review of 
a decision which denies them benefits 
under CSA programs. This rule will 
provide for a* standard procedure to be 
used by all CSA grantees. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This rule is effective 
July 23,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Ms. Jacqueline G. Lemire, 202-254-5047 
(telephone): 202-254-6218 
(teletypewriter). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

December 14,1978 CSA published in the 
Federal Register a proposed rule to 
amend 45 CFR 1067 by adding a subpart 
which would require each CSA-funded 
grantee and its delegate agencies who 
are conducting or carrying out project 
activities with CSA funds to establish a 
process and make known procedures for 
review of denial of assistance to any 
persons or households. Forty 


organizations or individuals commented 
on the proposed rule. 

Prior to highlighting the concerns/ 
issues raised by the respondents and 
action taken by CSA, we would like to 
discuss what CSA programs are or are 
not applicable to the rule, the reasons 
why CSA proposed the rule, and what 
CSA programs are or are not. First let us 
note that the rule does not apply to 
denials of assistance based on alleged 
discrimination covered by Title VI of the 
Civil Rights Act. The rules currently in 
effect (CSA Instruction 6004-01a/§ 45 
CFR 1010) continue to apply. Secondly, 
CSA programs are not income transfer 
programs: no person or household is 
guaranteed funds or services upon proof 
of eligibility. Therefore, no one has "a 
right” to any assistance administered at 
the project level with funds provided by 
CSA. However, everyone should have 
equal access to the application process. 

The proposed rule was drafted in 
order to assure that the latter is 
“standard operating procedure” across 
all CSA-funded programs. 

Following is a summary of the issues 
raised and their disposition: 

General Of the forty respondents 
fifteen objected strongly to the rule 
stating the combined problems of 
increased paperwork, cost and limited 
staff to handle the increase. In response 
we have deleted the requirement that a 
copy of all notices be sent to CSA. In 
addition, within a year of the 
implementation date. CSA will assess 
the impact of the rule, e.g. the extent of 
the burden it has imposed on agencies; 
the benefit to applicants; the continued 
need for the rule and/or need for 
modification; etc. 

Activities To Which Procedures 
Apply. Several respondents noted that 
not all services or functions funded by 
CSA lend themselves to application 
and/or eligibility procedures. The 
Human Resources Director for the City 
of Phoenix asked "How does a client 
apply for community organization 
activities or outreach which are issue- 
oriented or aimed at identification of 
clients rather than direct service?” 
Examples provided by other 
commentators included information, 
referral, and administration. We agree 
that the procedures should apply to 
specific, tangible services only and the 
rule has been changed to so reflect. 

The Corporate Counsel for Impact 
Seven, Inc., a northern Wisconsin 
Community Development Corporation 
felt that the proposed rule should not 
relate to Title VII grantees particularly 
since * * a decision denying Title VII 
venture capital assistance * * * is not 
(ordinarily) rendered with respect to a 


person or household.” The opposite 
view was held by The Welfare 
Recipients League, Inc. of San Jose, 
California which recommended that the 
rule be applicable to organizations and 
groups seeking assistance. We would 
like to remind everyone that the 
proposed rule was never intended to 
apply to organizations or individuals 
seeking financial assistance from a CSA 
grantee to conduct or operate programs. 
Rather it applies strictly to denial of 
benefits to individuals or households. 
Therefore, the rule remains applicable to 
those Title VII activities which provide 
direct social services, e.g. health and 
child care to individual low-income 
residents. The rule is not, however, 
applicable to those Title VII activities 
which provide venture capital or 
technical assistance to target area 
businesses or businessmen. 

It should be noted that CSA has an 
existing policy regarding appeals to CSA 
by an organization that would like to 
serve as a delegate agency under Title II 
and whose application to the prime 
sponsor or community action agency has 
been wholly or substantially rejected or 
has not been acted upon within a certain 
period of time. See OEO Instruction 
6441-1 for details. 

Existing Appeal Procedure. The 
Acting Director of the Human Services 
Department, Austin, Texas, noted that in 
the CAA there currently exists a built-in 
appeal process. Certainly, we do not 
want to impose another process if the 
existing one can meet the minimum 
criteria established by CSA. The final 
rule includes a statement to this effect. 

What Constitutes a Denial of 
Assistance? A number of respondents 
posed questions or made statements 
which either directly addressed the 
question of what constitutes a denial of 
assistance or which made it obvious 
from their misunderstanding that we 
had been remiss in not addressing that 
point in the proposed rule. Questions 
were raised as to how much money 
should be set aside for complaints; and 
if funds allocated for a program have 
been exhausted when a person applies 
for the program, will this constitute a 
denial of assistance? The President of a 
CAP Directors Association noted that 
CAAs do not and cannot provide the 
wide variety of services that an 
applicant may request—one CAA may 
be able to deliver certain services while 
another CAA may not; and many times 
clients who repeatedly request the same 
service are told no in order to get them 
to assess their situation and make the 
decision to improve their lives. Another 
respondent, the Executive Director of a 
large urban CAA, noted that "Program 
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guidelines dictate which persons are or 
are not eligible for services, based on 
income levels and a person's place of 
residency. Individuals and households 
not meeting eligibility criteria are 
regularly denied services. The way the 
‘proposed rule’ now reads, this group of 
individuals would partially comprise 
those persons wishing to enter a formal 
'denial of services’ review procedure.” 
Another respondent wanted to know if a 
person would be eligible to file an 
appeal for benefits if an outreach 
worker personally does not knock on 
that person’s door to identify him/her as 
a potential client Still another, as an 
example of the danger of confusing what 
assistance is (or is not), used the 
example of staff providing housing 
search assistance to clients by teaching 
them to locate vacant apartments and 
advocating on behalf of the client—the 
appearance of a unit of rental housing is 
not guaranteed in this type of activity. 

Again. CSA’s sole intent in developing 
the proposed rule was to assure equal 
and fair treatment of applicants. It was 
not to try to force grantees or delegate 
agencies to perform miracles by creating 
something ($ or services) out of nothing. 
It was not to provide procedures by 
which clients would challenge program 
guidelines such as eligibility or 
residency requirements. It was not to 
place an administering agency in the 
position of being charged with alleged 
sins of omission. It was not an effort to 
make administering agencies deliver 
services, etc. over which they have no 
control. Rather it was to say that in 
those situations where a grantee or 
delegate agency currently has funds 
and/or is providing a particular service 
over which it has the power to provide 
or disburse, and an applicant meets or 
believes he/she meets the requirements 
of the program guidelines but is denied 
the benefits, he/she must be given a 
formal response as to why the benefits 
have been denied and provided with an 
opportunity to submit additional 
information to support his/her case. 
There then will be a second review in 
the agency. § 1067.7-3 has been 
amended to include a definition of 
denial of assistance. 

Requirement to Notify CSA. Several 
commentators took exception to the 
requirement that a copy of all notices of 
final decision be appended to the Form 
440. They cited paperwork burden and/ 
or questioned the use which CSA would 
make of the information it received. 
Upon reflection we agree that there is no 
need to submit reports since the 
documents can and will be reviewed by 
CSA officials as part of the pre-funding 


compliance review, on-site assessments, 
etc. 

Denial of Benefits Procedures .— 
General. Two respondents proposed 
that CSA prescribe specific instructions 
and forms for its programs. One cited 
the fact that many local administering 
agencies lack the personnel, resources 
and expertise to devise all the necessary 
forms and procedures in an efficient 
manner. Our position is that this cannot 
be done since the majority of CSA 
programs are locally-designed and, 
therefore, do not lend themselves to 
standardization. The same is true for the 
organizational structure of the various 
local administering agencies which run 
the gamut from a six person operation in 
a rural area to staff numbering in the 
hundreds in a large urban program. As a 
result we feel that it would be 
impossible to design forms or 
procedures which would fit all of these 
situations. Therefore, we have retained 
the requirement that they be locally- 
designed but have changed the second 
level review to be made by “a senior 
level official other than the person 
making the initial determination” rather 
than specifically requiring it to be the 
administering agency’s executive officer. 

Timeframe. Two respondents 
objected to the 45 day timeframe within 
which the new procedures must be 
implemented. One felt that it "* * * is 
not adequate * * * to the immense task 
of preparing well thought-out and 
practical procedures. Both Staff and 
Board will be involved.” He 
recommended 180 days. First, we do not 
agree that it will be an "immense 
task”—certainly it is not intended to be. 
Second, if much more time were 
permitted to elapse those limited 
purpose agencies who receive one-time 
funding from CSA would have half of 
the project completed before any 
process were in place. Therefore, we 
have not accepted the 180 day change; 
however, we have extended the 
timeframe from 45 to 60 days to assure 
time for Board involvement. 

§ 1067.6-3, Paragraphs 2 and 3 
(proposed rule). These paragraphs have 
been rewritten in response to requests 
for clarification. 

Application form. There was much 
confusion regarding the requirement for 
an application form. The basic problem 
was what the proposed rule meant by 
"written application forms”—whether it 
referred to a written appeal form or an 
application for service. It is intended to 
require the use of a form when a client 
applies for any of those activities to 
which the rule applies. (See § 1067.7-3.) 


The provisions of this subpart are 
issued under the authority of Sec. 602, 78 
Stat. 530; 42 U.S.C. 2942. 

Gracicla (Grace) Olivarez, 

Director. 

45 CFR 1067 is amended by adding the 
following: 

Subpart—Due Process Rights for 
Applicants Denied Benefits Under 
CSA-funded Programs 

Sec. 

1067.7- 1 Definition. 

1067.7- 2 Applicability. 

1067.7- 3 Policy. 

Authority: Sea 602. Pub. L. 88-452. 78 Stat. 
530; 42 U.S.C. 2942. 

§ 1067.7-1 Definition. 

A local administering agency is any 
agency, organization or other group, 
whether grantee or delegate agency, 
which conducts or carries out project 
activities at the local level. 

§ 1067.7-2 Applicability. 

This subpart is applicable to all grants 
funded under the Economic Opportunity 
Act of 1964, as amended, when the 
assistance is administered by the 
Community Services Administration. 

§ 1067.7-3 Policy. 

(a) Within 60 days of the effective 
date of this subpart or of the effective 
date of its initial CSA grant or delegate 
agency agreement, each local 
administering agency shall establish and 
make known to all applicants 
procedures for review of the partial or 
complete denial of assistance under 
CSA-funded programs to any household 
or person. If the agency has an existing 
process which includes the elements 
listed below its continued use will 
satisfy the requirements of this policy. 

(b) The locally-designed procedures 
are to be applicable to partial or 
complete denials of requests for 
assistance for specific, tangible benefits 
to low-income individuals or 
households, e.g. utility payments, 
weatherization, rural home repair, day 
care services, participation in consumer 
education seminars, use of food closets, 
etc. for which the local administering 
agency currently is receiving CSA funds. 
The procedures will not apply to such 
activities as community organization, 
information and referral, venture capital 
investments, etc. 

(c) For purposes of this policy we will 
consider that there has been a denial of 
assistance when the benefits or services 
and/or funds currently are available, the 
local administering agency has the 
authority to provide or disburse them, 
and the applicant falls within or 
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believes that he/she can prove that he/ 
she falls within the program guidelines. 

(d) Administering agencies will use 
their existing intake/application forms 
or develop application forms if none 
currently are in use. 

(e) In addition administering agencies 
will develop procedures for reviewing 
denials of assistance which will include: 

(1) Provisions for notifying the 
applicant in writing of the reasons for 
denial of assistance, that he/she may 
request a review of the denial and may 
submit additional information (in 
writing or orally) which the applicant 
believes would warrant a favorable 
determination; 

(2) provisions for reviewing the denial 
of an application for assistance in a 
timely manner if such is requested by 
the applicant. This should include the 
specific assignment of responsibility to a 
senior level official other than the 
person making the initial determination; 

(3) provisions for notifying the 
applicant in writing of the agency’s final 
decision; and 

(4) the methods the agency will 
employ to publicize the existence of the 
appeal process. 

(f) If the population served by the 
administering agency includes a sizable 
non-English speaking group, procedures, 
written materials, and publicity shall be 
made available in that language. 

(g) A written description of the above 
required procedures shall be maintained 
on file by the local administering office 
and shall be available for public 
inspection. 

(h) All documents relating to specific 
denials of assistance and action(s) taken 
will be maintained in the agency’s files 
for the length of time required by CSA 
policy on “Retention and Custodial 
Requirement for Records.” These 
records will be available for review by 
CSA officals upon request. 

|FR Doc. 79-19171 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6315-01-41 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

49 CFR Part 1033 

(Amendment No. 1 to Revised Service 
Order No. 1312) 

Railroads Authorized to Transport 
Unlt-Grain-Trains of Less Than 
Number of Cars Required by Tariffs 

Decided: June 14,1979. 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 


action: Emergency Order. Amendment 
No. 1 to Revised Service Order No. 1312. 


summary: Because of mechanical 
defects resulting in delays to cars used 
in unit-grain-trains awaiting sufficient 
cars to fulfill tariff requirements. 
Revised Service Order No. 1312 
authorizes carriers to transport unit- 
grain-trains with fewer cars than the 
number required by the applicable 
tariffs, subject to specified restrictions. 

dates: Effective 11:59 p.m., June 15, 
1979, and continuing in effect until 
further order of this Commission. 
Expires when modified or vacated by 
order of this Commission. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: J. 

Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840. 

Upon further consideration of Revised 
Service Order No. 1312 (44 FR 10709) 
and good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered: 

§ 1033.1312 Railroads Authorized to 
Transport Unit-Grain-Trains of Less Than 
Number of Cars Required by Tariffs 

Revised Service Order No. 1312 is 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (j) for paragraph (j) thereof: 

(j) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall remain in effect until 
modified or vacated by order of this 
Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., June 15, 
1979. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).) 

This amendment shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads, 
Car Service Division, as agent of all 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement, and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this amendment 
shall be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission at 
Washington, D.C.. and by filing a copy 
with the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums. Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael. 

H. G. Homme. Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 79-19303 Filed 6-20-79. 6.45 am) 

BILLING COOE 7035-01-44 


49 CFR Part 1033 

(Amendment No. 2 to Service No. 13431 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul and 
Pacific Railroad Co. Authorized to 
Operate Over Tracks of Chicago and 
North Western Transportation Co. 

Decided: June 14,1979. 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Emergency Order. Amendment 
No. 2 to Service Order No. 1343. 


summary: Service Order No. 1343 
authorizes the MILW to operate over 
tracks of the Chicago and North 
Western Transportation Company 
(CNW) between Clinton. Iowa, and 
Tama, Iowa; between Otis, Iowa, and 
Cedar Rapids, Iowa; and between 
Beverly, Iowa, and Cedar Rapids, Iowa. 

date: Effective 11:59 p.m.. June 15,1979, 
and continuing in effect until further 
order of this Commission. 

FOR further information contact: J. 

Kenneth Carter, (202) 275-7840. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1343 (43 FR 50185 and 59073), 
and good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered: §§ 1033,1343 Service 
Order No. 1343 (Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 
Paul and Pacific Railroad Company 
Authorized to Operate Over Tracks of 
Chicago and North Western 
Transportation Company). 

Service Order No. 1343 is amended by 
substituting the following paragraph (f) 
for paragraph (f) thereof: 

(f) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall continue in effect until 
modified, or vacated by order of this 
Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., June 15. 
1979. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).) 

This amendment shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads. 
Car Service Division, as agent of all 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement, and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this amendment 
shall be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary at the Commission, at 
Washington, D.C., and by filing a copy 
with the Director. Office of the Federal 
Register. 
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By the Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums. Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael. 

H. G. Homme. Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 79-19304 Filed 6-20-70; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-44 


49 CFR Part 1033 

I Decision Amendment No. 1 to Service No. 
1359] 

American Rail Heritage, Ltd. d.b.a. 

Crab Orchard and Egyptian Railroad 
Authorized to Operate Over Tracks 
Formerly Operated by Illinois Central 
Gulf Railroad Co. 

Decided: June 14,1979. 
agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Emergency Order; Amendment 
No. 1 to Service Order No. 1359. 

summary: Service Order No. 1359 
authorizes American Rail Heritage. Ltd., 
d.b.a. Crab Orchard and Egyptian 
Railroad (CO&E) to operate over Illinois 
Central Gulf Railroad Company (ICG) 
tracks between Ordill and Mande, 
Illinois. The ICG Railroad has filed for 
abandonment of this portion of their 
lines and has placed an embargo against 
all traffic to and from all stations on the 
Mande District. Operation by the CO&E 
over these ICG tracks is necessary to 
provide rail service to shippers located 
adjacent to this line. 
dates: Effective 11:59 p.m., June 15, 

1979; Expires 11:59 p.m., July 12,1979. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. J. 
Kenneth Carter. (202) 275-7840. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1359 (44 FR 11234). and good 
cause appearing therefor 

§ 1033.1359 Service Order No. 1359. 

It is ordered: American Rail Heritage. 
Ltd. d.b.a. Crab Orchard and Egyptian 
Railroad authorized to operate over 
tracks formerly operated by Illinois 
Central Gulf Railroad Company is 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (e) for paragraph (e) thereof: 

(e) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., July 
12,1979, unless otherwise modified, 
changed or suspended by order of this 
Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., June 15. 
1979. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11128).) 

This amendment shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads. 
Car Service Division, as agent of all 
railroads subscribing to the car service 


and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement, and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this amendment 
shall be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission at 
Washington, D.C., and by Filing a copy 
with the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums, Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 79-19305 Piled 6-20-79: 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


49 CFR Part 1033 

(Decision; Service Order No. 1382) 

Consolidated Rail Corp. Authorized to 
Operate Over Tracks of Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad Co. 

Decided: June 14,1979. 
agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION: Service Order No. 1382. 

summary: Service Order No. 1382 
authorizes Consolidated Rail 
Corporation to operate over L&N tracks 
between Terre Haute, Indiana, and 
Spring Hill, Indiana. 

effective date: 11:59 p.m., June 14, 

1979, until further order of this 
Commission. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. J. 

Kenneth Carter, (202) 275-7840. 

Consolidated Rail Corporation (CR) 
has a movement of coal from Chinook 
Mine, Indiana, to Lis, Illinois, routed CR- 
Effingham-Illinois Central Gulf. CR is 
unable to serve Chinook Mine because 
of a damaged bridge between Terre 
Haute, Indiana, and Spring Hill. Indiana. 
An alternate route is available over 
Louisville and Nashville Railroad 
Company (L&N) tracks between Terre 
Haute and Spring Hill. CR will operate 
over CR tracks between Spring Hill and 
Chinook Mine. The L&N has agreed to 
the use of these tracks by CR. The 
consignee at Lis is badly in need of 
these shipments of coal. 

It is the opinion of the Commission 
that an emergency exists requiring 
operation of CR trains over these tracks 
of L&N in the interest of the public: that 
notice and public procedure are 
impracticable and contrary to the public 
interest; and that good cause exists for 


making this order effective upon less 
than thirty days' notice. 

§ 1033.1382 Service Order No. 1382. 

It is ordered: Consolidated Rail 
Corporation Authorized to Operate Over 
Tracks of Louisville and Nashville 
Railroad Company. 

(a) Consolidated Rail Corporation 
(CR) is authorized to operate over tracks 
of Louisville and Nashville Railroad 
Company (L&N) between L&N milepost 
176.5 at Terre Haute, Indiana, and L&N 
milepost 182.0 at Spring Hill, Indiana, a 
distance of approximately 5.5 miles. 

(b) Application . The provisions of this 
order shall apply to intrastate, 
interstate, and foreign traffic. 

(c) Rates applicable. Inasmuch as this 
operation by the CR over tracks of the 
L&N is deemed to be due to carrier’s 
disability, the rates applicable to traffic 
moved by the CR over these tracks of 
the L&N shall be the rates which were 
applicable on the shipments at the time 
of shipment as originally routed. 

(d) Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., June 14, 
1979. 

(e) Expiration. The provisions of this 
order shall remain in effect until 
modified or vacated by order of this 
Commission. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).) 

This order shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of the 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this order shall be 
given to the general public by depositing 
a copy in the Office of the Secretary of 
the Commission at Washington, D.C., 
and by filing a copy with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Burns, Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael 
H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 79-19306 Filed 6-20-79. 845 nm| 

BILUNG CODE 7035-01-M 


49 CFR Part 1033 

(Amdt. No. 5 To Revised Service Order No. 
1182] 

Substitution of Stock Cars for Boxcars 

Decided June 14.1979. 

Service Date; June 15,1979. 

agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 














Federal Register / Vol. 44, No. 121 / Thursday, June 21, 1979 / Rules and Regulations 


36185 


action: Emergency Order. Amendment 
No. 5 to Revised Service Order No. 1182 

summary: Revised Service Order No. 
1182 authorizes the Burlington Northern 
Inc. to substitute specially prepared 
stock cars for boxcars for shipments of 
grain originating on its line in order to 
augment the available supply of cars 
suitable for grain traffic. Amendment 
No. 5 extends the order until modified or 
vacated. The order is printed in full in 
the Federal Register Volume 42 at page 
3844. 

dates: Effective 11:59 p.m., June 15, 

1979. Expires when modified or vacated 
by order of this Commission. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: J. 

Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840. 

Upon further consideration of Revised 
Service Order No. 1182 (42 FR 3844, 
37000; 43 FR 2395, 31015 and 59074), and 
good cause appearing therefor: 

It is ordered that 5 1033.1182 
Substitution of stock cars for boxcars. 
Revised Service Order No. 1182 is 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (h) for paragraph (h) thereof: 

t • • # • 

(h) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall remain in effect until 
modified or vacated by order of this 
Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m.. June 15. 
1979. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).) 

This amendment shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads, 
Car Service Division, as agent of the 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this amendment 
shall be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission, at 
Washington, D.C., and by filing a copy 
with the Director. Office of the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums. Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael. 

H. G. Homme, Jr. 

Secretary. 

|FR Dot. 71M9307 Filed ft-20-79: 8:45 »m| 

BILUNG CODE 7035-01-M 


49 CFR Part 1033 

(Amdt. No. 6 to Corrected Service Order 
No. 1249] 

Octoraro Railway, Inc., Authorized To 
Operate Over Portion of USRA Line 
No. 142, Former Octoraro Branch of 
Penn Central Transportation Co. 

Decided June 14,1979. 
agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Emergency Order. Amendment 
No. 6 to Corrected Service Order No. 
1249. 


summary: The Octoraro Railway, Inc., is 
authorized by Corrected Service Order 
No. 1249 to operate USRA Line No. 142, 
between Wawa, Pennsylvania, and the 
Maryland-Pennsyl vania State line. An 
application seeking permanent authority 
for operation of this line by the Octoraro 
Railway was decided by the 
Commission to become effective thirty 
(30) days after the service date of May 
22,1979, and pending the possibility of 
any further objectionable court actions. 
dates: Effective 11:59 p.m., June 15, 

1979, and continuing in effect until 
further order of this Commission. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: J. 
Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840. 

Upon further consideration of 
Corrected Service Order No. 1249 (41 FR 
34607, 50448; 42 FR 25325, 59386; 43 FR 
26311 and 59074), and good cause 
appearing therefor: 

It is ordered, that 1033.1249 Octoraro 
Railway, Inc., authorized to operate 
over portion of USRA Line No. 142, 
former Octoraro branch of Penn Central 
Transportation Company, corrected 
Service Order No. 1249 is amended by 
substituting the following paragraph (g) 
for paragraph (g) thereof: 

* * * * * « 

(g) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall remain in effect until 
modified or vacated by order of this 
Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., June 15, 
1979. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).) 

This amendment shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads. 
Car Service Division, as agent of all 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement, and upon the 
American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this amendment 
shall be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission at 


Washington, D.C.. and by filing a copy 
with the Director, Office of the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums. Robert S. 
Turkington and John R. Michael. 

H. G. Homme. Jr., 

Secretary. 

fFR Doc. 79-19309 Filed &-20-79. 8:45 am| 

BILLING COOE 7035-01-M 


49 CFR Part 1033 

(Amdt. No. 10 to Service Order No. 1200) 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. 
Authorized To Operate Over Tracks of 
Union Pacific Railroad Co. 

Decided June 14,1979. 
agency: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

action: Emergency Order. Amendment 
No. 10 to Service Order No. 1200. 

summary: Service Order No. 1200 
authorizes The Missouri Pacific Railroad 
(MP) to operate over tracks of the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company (UP) between 
South Omaha, Nebraska, and Omaha, 
Nebraska, in order to reduce the number 
of train movements over grade 
crossings. 

dates: Effective 11:59 p.m., June 15, 

1979. and continuing in effect until 
further order of this Commission. 

Expires when modified or vacated by 
order of this Commission. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. Kenneth Carter (202) 275-7840. 

Upon further consideration of Service 
Order No. 1200 (39 FR 38103; 40 FR 2990, 
30268; 41 FR 2644, 29387; 42 FR 3309, 
31163, 63788; 43 FR 26446. and 59074) 
and good cause appearing therefor. 

It is ordered that, § 1033.1200 Missouri 
Pacific Railroad Company authorized to 
operate over tracks of Union Pacific 
Railroad Company , Service Order No. 
1200 is amended by substituting the 
following paragraph (d) for paragraph 
(d) thereof: 

(d) Expiration date. The provisions of 
this order shall remain in effect until 
modified or vacated by order of this 
Commission. 

Effective date. This amendment shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., June 15, 
1979. 

(49 U.S.C. (10304-10305 and 11121-11126).] 

This amendment shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads, 
Car Service Division, as agent of all 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
and car hire agreement under the terms 
of that agreement, and upon the 
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American Short Line Railroad 
Association. Notice of this amendment 
shall be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the 
Secretary of the Commission at 
Washington, D. C., and by filing a copy 
with the Director. Office of the Federal 
Register. 

By the Commission. Railroad Service 
Board, members Joel E. Bums. Robert S. 

Turkington and John R. Michael. 

H. G. Homme. Jr.. # 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc 7tMS30H Filed 0 - 20 - 7 *. 8:45 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules- and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making prior to the adoption of the final 
rules. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

18 CFR Parts 103,108, 205, 211, 212, 
214, 223, 235, 243, 245, 248, 249, 250, 
252, 254, 256, 271, and 336] 

Factors To Be Considered in the 
Exercise of Administrative Discretion 

agency: Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, justice. 

action: Proposed rules. 

SUMMARY: This notice of proposed rule 
making proposes amendments to several 
sections of the regulations of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
to set forth factors to be considered in 
the exercise of discretion by Service 
officers and employees in making 
determinations respecting the eligibility 
of persons for relief or benefits under 
the Immigration and Nationality laws 
and regulations. These amendments are 
necessary in order to place in our 
regulations the discretionary criteria we 
use in making administrative decisions. 
We desire these criteria to be available 
to all Service personnel and to all 
members of the public, attorneys and 
representatives, applicants and 
petitioners who come before the Service. 
These amendments are intended to 
insure that all applications and petitions 
submitted to this Service receive 
consideration under appropriate 
discretionary criteria and are 
adjudicated in a fair and uniform 
manner throughout the United States. 

dates: Representations must be 
received on or before: August 20,1979. 

addresses: Please submit written 
representations, in duplicate, to the 
Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization, Room 7100, 425 Eye 
Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20536. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

James G. Hoofnagle, Jr., Instructions 
Officer, Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, 425 Eye Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20536. Telephone: 

(202) 633-3048. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

proposed amendments in this notice of 
proposed rule making amend several 
sections of the Service regulations for 
the specific purpose of including 
discretionary criteria to be considered 
by Service officers and employees in the 
adjudication of applications and 
petitions submitted to the Service for 
benefits or relief under the Immigration 
and Nationality Act 'The Immigration 
and Nationality Act gives the Attorney 
General wide discretion in determining 
whether or not aliens should or should 
not receive benefits under various 
provisions of the Act. The Attorney 
General’s authority has been delegated 
to the Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization and through him, to 
officers and employees of the Service. 
The Service believes that it is necessary 
that criteria for the exercise of 
discretion be developed and published 
in its regulations to assure that all 
applicants and petitioners receive fair 
and equal treatment before the Service. 
Accordingly, a group of officers were 
convened under the Chairmanship of the 
Associate Commissioner, Examinations 
to study various areas of Service 
operations in which discretion is to be 
exercised under the Act and regulations. 
The committee identified several areas 
in which discretionary criteria should 
have been spelled out. The material set 
forth below in the proposed rules 
section of this document contains the 
discretionary criteria to be considered in 
the adjudication of applications and 
petitions for benefits and relief under 
the Immigration and Nationality Act and 
regulations. 

In the light of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend Chapter I of Title 8 
of the Code of Federal Regulations as 
set forth below. 

PART 103—POWERS AND DUTIES OF 
SERVICE OFFICERS; AVAILABILITY 
OF SERVICE RECORDS 

1. It is proposed to revise § 103.2(b)(2) 
to read as follows: 

§ 103.2 Applications, petitions, and other 
documents. 

***** 

(b) Evidence . * * * 

(2) Inspection of evidence . An 
applicant or petitioner shall be 
permitted to inspect the record of 
proceeding which constitutes the bases 
for the decision, except as hereinafter 


provided. If the decision will be adverse 
to the applicant or petitioner on the 
basis of derogatory evidence considered 
by the Service and of which the 
applicant or petitioner is unaware, he 
shall be advised thereof and offered an 
opportunity to rebut it and present 
evidence in his behalf before the 
decision is rendered, except that 
classified evidence shall not be made 
available to him. Any explanation, 
rebuttal, or evidence presented by or in 
behalf of the applicant or petitioner 
shall be included in the record of 
proceeding. A determination of statutory 
ineligibility shall not be valid unless 
based on evidence contained in the 
record of proceeding. In exercising 
discretionary authority when 
considering an application or petition, 
the district director or officer in charge 
may base, under the following 
restrictions, his decision on information 
not contained in the record and not 
made available for inspection by the 
applicant or petitioner, provided the 
regional commissioner has determined 
upon a reasonable basis that such 
information is relevant and is classified 
under Executive Order No. 11652 (37 FR 
5209; March 10,1972) as requiring 
protection from unauthorized disclosure 
in the interest of national security. Such 
classified information should not be 
considered in those cases where the 
unclassified evidence of record clearly 
supports a denial of the application or 
petition. Whenever he believes he can 
do so consistently with safeguarding 
both the information and its source, the 
regional commissioner should direct that 
the applicant or petitioner be given 
notice of the general nature of the 
information and an opportunity to offer 
opposing evidence. The regional 
commissioner's authorization to use 
such classified Information shall be 
made a part of the record. A decision 
based in whole or in part on such 
classified information shall state that 
the information is material to the 
decision. Consideration should be given 
to whether such INS classified 
information should be declassified and 
therefore made available for inspection. 
In reaching a determination regarding 
declassification, the following factors 
should be considered: whether the 
information would compromise any 
aspect of national security if divulged; 
whether the confidentiality of source 
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can be maintained; whether the 
information is of diminished sensitivity. 
***** 

2. It is proposed to revise § 103.6(a)(2) 
by amending subparagraph (iii) to read 
as follows: 

§ 103.6 Surety bonds. 

(a) Posting of surety bonds. * * * 

(2) Bond riders. * * * 

(iii) Factors to be considered. Included 
among the factors which support the 
imposition of the bond condition barring 
unauthorized employment are: evidence 
that the alien's employment adversely 
affects American workers in the 
particular geographic area; evidence 
that the alien has a history of 
immigration violations relating to 
unauthorized employment; evidence that 
the alien recently arrived in the United 
States; evidence that the alien accepted 
unauthorized employment shortly after 
arrival; evidence that the alien entered 
for the purpose of obtaining illegal 
employment. Factors which weigh 
against imposing a condition barring 
employment are: lengthy residence in 
the United States; dependent family 
members in the United States; bona fide 
entry into the United States; and other 
appealing humanitarian factors. 

• * * * * 

3. It is proposed to amend § 103.7(c)(1) 
by adding new third and fourth 
sentences between the existing second 
and third sentences to read as follows: 

§ 103.7 Fees. 

• * * • • 

(c) Waiver of fees. (1) * * # Factors to 
be considered in the exercise of 
discretion include, but are not limited to, 
the following: alien's employment status: 
number of dependents; amount of 
income and expenses; alien’s health and 
age; total amount of fees required. If it 
appears that the application for which a 
waiver of fees is sought is frivolous or 
dilatory, that fact may be considered as 
adversely affecting the application for 
waiver. * * * 


PART 108—ASYLUM 

4. It is proposed to amend § 108.2 by 
adding two new sentences between the 
existing third and fourth sentences to 
read as follows: 

§ 108.2 Decision. 

* * • In a case in which the alien 
establishes that he has a well-founded 
fear of persecution on account of race, 
religion, nationality, membership of a 
particular social group, or political 
opinion, asylum should be granted 


unless the alien is firmly resettled in a 
third country, has engaged in 
persecution of others, or his presence in 
the United States is contrary to the 
welfare, safety or security of the United 
States. Each asylum request must be 
dealt with on an individual basis.* * * 


PART 205—REVOCATION OF 
APPROVAL OF PETITIONS 

5. It is proposed to revise § 205.1(a)(3) 
by adding two new sentences to the end 
thereof. As revised, § 205.1(a)(3) is 
proposed to read as follows: 

§ 205.1 Automatic revocation. 

(a) Relative petitions. • • * 

(3) Upon the death of the petitioner 
unless the Attorney General in his 
discretion determines that for 
humanitarian reasons revocation would 
be inappropriate. The following factors 
shall be considered among those which 
favorably affect the exercise of 
discretion: revocation of the petition 
would cause disruption of an 
established family unit; citizens or 
permanent residents of the United 
States would be subjected to hardships 
because of the revocation; beneficiary is 
of advantaged age or in precarious 
health; beneficiary has resided for some 
time in the United States; beneficiary 
has no other home to go to. The 
following factors shall be considered 
among those which unfavorably affect 
the exercise of discretion: relationship 
between petitioner and beneficiary was 
casual and superficial; no other family 
members are involved; beneficiary is 
well established in another country; 
evidence that the beneficiary has 
engaged in criminal, immoral, narcotic 
or subversive activity; evidence that the 
beneficiary was not entitled to the 
classification; the beneficiary would be 
inadmissible to the United States even if 
the petition were not revoked. 


PART 211—DOCUMENTARY 
REQUIREMENTS: IMMIGRANTS; 
WAIVERS 

6. It is proposed to amend § 211.1(b)(3) 
by adding a new second sentence 
betweend the existing first and second 
sentences to read as follows: 

§211.1 Visas. 

***** 

(b) Aliens returning to an 
unrelinquished lawful permanent 
residence. * * * 

(3) Waiver of visas. * * * An 
immigrant alien returning to an 
unrelinquished lawful permanent 


residence in the United States after a 
temporary absence abroad who is not in 
possession of an immigrant visa shall, 
upon application on Form 1-193, be 
granted a waiver of that requirement 
except where it appears that the alien 
has a prior history indicating disregard 
for documentary requirements, or where 
such waiver would be ineffective 
because the applicant is inadmissible to 
the United States on nondocumentary 
grounds. * * * 

***** 

7. It is proposed to amend § 211.2 by 
amending the last sentence and by 
adding a sentence to the end. The 
revised section reads as follows: 

§211.2 Passports. 

A passport valid for the bearer's entry 
into a foreign country at least 60 days 
beyond the expiration date of his 
immigrant visa shall be presented by 
each immigrant except an immigrant 
who (a) is the parent, spouse, or 
unmarried son or daughter of a United 
States citizen or of an alien lawful 
permanent resident of the United States, 
or (b) is a child bom during the 
temporary visit abroad of a mother who 
is a lawful permanent resident alien, or 
a national, of the United States, 
provided the child's application for 
admission to the United States is made 
within two years of his birth, the child is 
accompanied by his parent who is 
applying for readmisslon as a permanent 
resident upon the first return of the 
parent to the United States after the 
birth of the child, and the accompanying 
parent is found to be admissible to the 
United States, or (c) is returning to an 
unrelinquished lawful permanent 
residence in the United States after a 
temporary absence abroad, or (d) is a 
stateless person or a person who 
because of his opposition to 
Communism is unwilling or unable to 
obtain a passport from the country of his 
nationality or is the accompany spouse 
or unmarried son or daughter of such 
immigrant, or (e) is a third preference 
immigrant or (f) is a member of the 
Armed Forces of the United States, or 
(g) obtains a waiver from the district 
director in charge of the port of entry. 

An application for such waiver shall be 
made on Form 1-193. A waiver shall be 
granted except where it appears that the 
alien has a prior history indicating 
disregard for documentary 
requirements, or where such waiver 
would be ineffective because the 
applicant is inadmissible to the United 
States on nondocumentary grounds. 
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PART 212 —DOCUMENTARY 
REQUIREMENTS: NONIMMIGRANTS; 
WAIVERS; ADMISSION OF CERTAIN 
INADMISSIBLE ALIENS; PAROLE 

8. It is proposed to amend § 212.1(f) by 
adding new second and third sentences 
between the existing first and second 
sentences to guide in the exercise of 
discretion. The new sentences read as 
follows: 

§ 212.1 Documentary requirements for 
nonimmigrants. 

* • 4 • « 

(0 Unforeseen emergency. * * * The 
following are examples of an 
“unforeseen emergency": alien’s failure 
to be in possession of required 
documents is for reason beyond his 
control, such as loss or theft of required 
documents after departure from home 
country: alien was misinformed by a 
responsible official; emergency situation 
required alien’s immediate travel. Upon 
establishing that the alien's failure to 
present the requisite documents is due 
to an “unforeseen emergency," the 
waiver shall be granted unless the alien 
has a prior history indicating a disregard 
of documentary requirements, or it 
appears as though the alien has a 
history of criminal, immoral, narcotic or 
subversive activity, or where such 
waiver would be ineffective because the 
applicant is inadmissible to the United 
States on nondocumentary 
grounds. * * * 

• • « * • 

9. It is proposed to amend § 212.2 by 
adding a new paragraph (j) to guide in 
the exercise of discretion. The new 
paragraph reads as follows: 

§ 212.2 Consent to reapply for admission 
after deportation, removal or departure at 
Government expense. 
<«»«»* 

(j) Exercise of discretion. In the case 
of an alien who has remained outside 
the United States at least five years 
since his deportation, removal or 
departure at Government expense, 
consent to reapply for admission shall 
be given provided he is otherwise 
eligible for admission and his admission 
would not be contrary to the national 
welfare, safety or security of the United 
States. In all other cases, consent to 
reapply for admission shall be granted 
to an alien otherwise eligible for 
admission unless he has a history of 
repeated immigration violations or his 
admission would be contrary to the 
welfare, safety or security of the United 
States. 

10. It is proposed to amend § 212.3 by 
adding two new sentences to the end 
thereof to include discretionary criteria. 


The proposed new sentences read as 
follows: 

§ 212.3 Application for the exercise of 
discretion under section 212(c). 

* * * The following factors should be 
considered among those which 
favorably affect the exercise of 
discretion: grounds for alien’s 
excludability are relatively minor or 
based on circumstances remote in time: 
alien has exhibited evidence of 
rehabilitation: denial of waiver would 
cause unusual hardship to citizens or 
legal residents of the United States; 
alien is a long-time resident of the 
United States. The following factors 
should be considered among those 
which adversely affect the exercise of 
discretion: alien is likely to continue 
type of activity which gave rise to the 
grounds of excludability; alien has a 
history of criminal, immoral, narcotic or 
subversive activity; act giving rise to 
grounds of excludability was relatively 
recent; no unusual hardship would 
accrue to alien or family members if the 
waiver is denied. 

11. It is proposed to amend § 212.4 by 
redesignating existing paragraph (h) as 
(i) and by adding a new paragraph (h). 
As amended. § 212.4 is proposed to read 
as follows: 

§ 212.4 Applications for the exercise of 
discretion under section 212(d)(3). 

• * • • • 

(h) Exercise of discretion. Discretion 
under sections 212(d)(3)(A) and 
212(d)(3)(B) shall be favorably exercised 
unless there are adverse factors which 
are not outweighed by favorable factors. 
The following factors shall be 
considered among those which 
adversely affect the application: the 
activity giving rise to the ground of 
excludability is recent; the alien has a 
prior history of immigration violations; 
the ground of excludability is serious. 
The following factors shall be 
considered among those which 
favorably affect the application: there is 
evidence of recent good conduct and 
rehabilitation; the ground of 
excludability is relatively minor or 
based on circumstances remote in time: 
the need to enter the United States is 
great. 

(i) Revocation. The Deputy 
Commissioner, or the district director 
may at any time revoke a waiver 
previously authorized under section 
212(d)(3) of the Act and shall notify the 
nonimmigrant in writing to that effect. 

12. It is proposed to amend $ 212.5(a) 
by adding three new sentences to the 
end thereof to read as follows: 


§ 212.5 Parole of aliens into the United 
States. 

(a) General. * * * The following are 
examples of “emergent reasons”: 
emergency medical treatment; death in 
immediate family; serious illness of 
immediate family members; likelihood 
of persecution; danger to physical well¬ 
being. The following are examples of 
“reasons deemed strictly in the public 
interest”: request of an agency: needed 
for prosecution or to aid in the 
prosecution of another. Upon showing 
an “emergent reason” or “a reason 
deemed strictly in the public interest,” 
the district director should exercise 
discretion in behalf of the alien unless 
his presence in the United States is 
determined to be contrary to the 
welfare, safety or security of the United 
States. 

# • * • • 

$212.5 (Amended) 

13. It is proposed to amend the first 
sentence of § 212.5(b). Amended 

§ 212.5(b) reads as follows: 

(b) Termination of parole. At the 
expiration of the period of time or upon 
accomplishment of the purpose for 
which parole was authorized or when in 
the opinion of the district director in 
charge of the area in which the alien is 
located that neither emergency nor 
public interest warrants the continued 
presence of the alien in the United 
States, or upon violation of the 
conditions of parole, parole shall be 
terminated upon written notice to the 
alien and he shall be restored to the 
status which he had at the time of 
parole, and further inspection or hearing 
shall be conducted under section 235 or 
236 of the Act and this chapter, or any 
order of exclusion and deportation 
previously entered shall be executed. If 
the exclusion order cannot be executed 
by deportation within a reasonable time, 
the alien shall again be released on 
parole unless in the opinion of the 
district director the public interest 
requires that the alien be continued in 
custody. 

• « * • t 

14. It is proposed to amend 5212.6(b) 
by adding a new sentence between the 
existing sixth and seventh sentences to 
read as follows: 

§212.6 Nonresident alien border crossing 
cards. 

• * * • * 

(b) Application. * * # In determining 
eligibility for a nonresident alien border 
crossing card, the applicant shall be 
treated as any applicant for admission 
as a nonimmigrant visitor for business 
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or pleasure, that is, he shall be required 
to establish that he has a residence in a 
foreign county which he does not intend 
to abandon; he intends to visit the 
United States temporarily for business 
or pleasure; and he is otherwise 
admissible to the United States. * * • 
***** 

15. It is proposed to amend § 212.7(a) 
by adding three new sentences to the 
end thereof setting forth guidelines for 
the exercise of discretion to read as 
follows: 

§212.7 Waiver of certain grounds of 
excludability. 

(a) Section 212 (h) or (i). * * # In 
determining whether the alien's 
exclusion would constitute extreme 
hardship to the U.S. citizen or lawful 
permanent resident relative as required 
by section 212(h) of the Act, 
consideration should be given to all 
pertinent factors, including the 
following: the hardship to the qualifying 
relative if accompanied the alien to 
reside abroad; whether the qualifying 
relative is dependent upon the applicant 
for suppport; whether, in the case in 
which the qualifying relative is the 
spouse, the relationship is stable. In 
determining whether consent should be 
given to the alien’s applying or 
reapplying for a visa in the exercise of 
discretion, the following factors should 
be considered among those which 
favorably affect the application: lengthy 
residence in the United States, lengthy 
period since the commission of the 
crime, evidence of rehabilitation or 
reformation. Among those factors which 
should be considered as unfavorabily 
affecting the application is evidence that 
the alien was involved for a long period 
of time in the activities which render 
him excludable. 

***** 

§212.7 lAmended! 

16. It is proposed to amend § 212.7(b) 
by adding a new subparagraph (4) to 
read as follows: 

***** 

(b) Section 212(g) (tuberculosis and 
certain mental conditions). 

***** 

(4) Action on application . In the 
absence of countervailing adverse 
factors, provided all the conditions of 8 
CFR 212.7(b) (1) and (2) (including the 
posting of a bond, if required) have been 
met, the waiver shall be granted. 


§212.7 l Amended J 

17. It is proposed to amend § 212.7 by 
adding a new subparagraph (c-1) to 


include discretionary criteria relative to 
hardship and persecution to read as 
follows: 

***** 

(c-1) Factors relative to hardship and 
persecution. In determining whether 
exceptional hardship within the 
meaning of section 212(e) has been 
shown, consideration should be given to 
all pertinent factors, among which are 
the following: whether a qualifying 
family member is chronically ill or has a 
physical defect for which he is 
undergoing medical treatment; whether 
a qualifying spouse would be able to 
pursue his profession in the applicant’s 
home country; whether a qualifying 
family member would be subject to 
persecution or discrimination in the 
home country; the extent to which a 
qualifying family member would suffer 
unusual language and cultural 
difficulties in adjusting to the alien’s 
home country; whether, in the case in 
which the qualifying relative is the 
spouse, the relationship is stable. In 
order to establish that he would be 
subject to persecution within the 
meaning of section 212(e), the applicant 
must show that he has a well-founded 
fear of persecution on account of race, 
religion, nationality, membership of a 
particular social group, or political 
opinion if he returned to his home 
country. In the event exceptional 
hardship or persecution is established, 
discretion shall be favorably exercised 
except where to do so would be 
contrary to the welfare, safety, or 
security of the United States. 
***** 

PART 214—NONIMMIGRANT CLASSES 

1. It is proposed to amend § 214.1(a) 
by adding two new sentences to the end 
thereof to read as follows: 

§ 214.1 Requirements for admission, 
extension, and maintenance of status. 

(a) General * * * In view of the wide 
variety of applicants applying for 
admission (and change of nonimmigrant 
status) each decision to require a 
Maintenance of Status and Departure 
Bond must be made on the facts and/or 
circumstances of each case. A bond 
shall not be required unless it is clearly 
warranted to protect the interests of the 
U.S . and there is no other way in which 
the matter can be resolved 
satisfactorily. The purpose of such a 
bond is solely to insure the alien’s 
compliance with the terms of his 
admission or stay and shall not be used 
as a substitute for a finding of 
excludability, admissibility, eligibility 


for change of status, or extension of 
stay. 

***** 

PART 223—REENTRY PERMITS 

19. It is proposed to amend § 223.1 by 
adding the following sentence to the end 
thereof to read as follows: 

§ 223.1 Application. 

* * * Upon a determination that the 
alien is a lawful permanent resident, 
that he has remained in lawful status 
and has employment, property or family 
ties in the United States, and that he 
intends to depart the United States 
temporarily discretion should be 
favorably exercised in his behalf unless 
the proposed departure would be 
contrary to the interests of the United 
States. 

***** 

PART 235—INSPECTION OF PERSONS 
APPLYING FOR ADMISSION 

20. It is proposed to amend § 235.9(c) 
by adding four new sentences between 
the existing eighth and ninth sentences 
to read as follows: 

§ 235.9 Conditional entries. 
***** 

(c) Application. * * * Because of the 
wide variety of circumstances involved, 
each request claiming persecution or 
fear of persecution on account of race, 
religion, nationality, membership of a 
particular social group or political 
opinion must be dealt with on an 
individual basis. Consideration should 
be given to all the pertinent factors, 
among which are the following: previous 
persecution (e.g., arrests and/or 
imprisonment for other than criminal 
reasons; hardship and suffering of 
applicant and/or family); involvement in 
activities or membership in 
organizations in opposition to 
government in power; a travel or 
identification document indicating 
refugee status; inability to pursue 
chosen profession; barred from 
employment in home country. An alien 
who has firmly resettled in a third 
country is not eligible for classification 
as a refugee. In determining whether an 
alien has firmly resettled in a third 
country, consideration should be given 
to whether the alien had permanent 
resident status in the third country; 
lengthy residence in the third country; 
employment of a permanent nature in 
the third country, ownership of property 
in the third country voluntary 
acceptance of military duty in the third 
country; freedom of travel in and out of 
third country or otherwise enjoying the 
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rights and privileges of the country of 
residence. * * * 

PART 243—DEPORTATION OF ALIENS 
IN THE UNITED STATES 

21. It is proposed to amend § 243.4 by 
adding a new third sentence between 
the existing second and third sentences 
to read as follows: 

§ 243.4~ Stay of exportation. 

* * * Factors to be considered should 
include, but not be limited to the 
following: family relationships and 
equities, age. health and ability tQ travel, 
evident bona fides of alien's intention to 
depart the United States, need to 
dispose of business or personal 
property, presence required as a witness 
or principal in court or agency 
proceedings, need to complete a 
semester or course in which the student 
was already enrolled at the time he 
came to Service attention. * * * 

22. It is proposed to amend § 243.8 by 
adding two sentences to the end thereof 
to read as follows: 

§ 243.8 Imposition of sanctions. 

* * • In making determination on a 
request for a waiver of sanctions 
imposed under section 243(g) of the Act. 
consideration shall be given to all the 
pertinent factors among which are: 
advanced age: close family ties in the 
United States; good moral character; 
past disruptive political or criminal 
activities, or membership in or 
affiliation with communist or 
totalitarian organizations. If there are no 
outweighing adverse factors, the 
determination shall be favorable. 

PART 245—ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS 
TO THAT OF PERSON ADMITTED FOR 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE 

23. It is proposed to amend § 245.4(a) 
by adding a new third sentence between 
the existing second and third sentences 
to read as follows: 

§ 245.4 Adjustment of status of aliens 
within the proviso to section 203(a)(7) of 
the Act. 

(a) * * * The provisions of § 235.9(c) 
of this chapter are to be followed when 
Form I-590A is submitted in conjunction 
with an application for adjustment of 
status provided for within this 
proviso. * * * 

• * « • « 

24. It is proposed to amend Part 245 by 
adding a new § 245.8 to read as follows: 


§ 245.8 Factors to be considered in 
making decisions in adjustment of status 
cases. 

In making a decision on an 
application for adjustment of status, 
consideration shall be given to all the 
pertinent factors, favorable and 
unfavorable. Exercise of discretion shall 
be based upon the weight of these 
factors. In the absence of adverse 
factors the application shall be granted. 
When the evidence establishes that the 
alien obtained his nonimmigrant visa to 
evade the normal immigrant visa 
process and there are no substantial 
equities present in his case, the 
application should be denied in the 
exercise of discretion. Substantia] 
equities are considered to exist in a case 
if the facts are such that the alien would 
be granted voluntary departure until he 
is invited to appear at an American 
consulate to apply for an immigrant 
visa; in such a case, the application 
should not be denied in the exercise of 
discretion. The following factors shall be 
considered among those which 
adversely affect the exercise of 
discretion: preconceived intent to 
remain permanently in the United States 
at the time of entry as a nonimmigrant; 
violations of immigration laws; lack of 
respect for laws of U.S.; adverse foreign 
relations impact; no viable family ties in 
United States; abandonment or 
desertion of spouse and/or dependent 
children in the United States or in a 
foreign country. The following factors 
shall be considered as among those 
which favorably affect the exercise of 
discretion: advanced or tender age; poor 
health; lawful permanent resident or 
U.S. citizen family members dependent 
on the alien for support; lengthy 
residence in the United States; need for 
services in the United States. 

PART 248—CHANGE OF 
NONIMMIGRANT CLASSIFICATION 

25. It is proposed to amend § 248.3 by 
redesignating existing paragraphs (c) 
and (d) as (d) and (e). respectively, and 
by adding a new paragraph (c) to read 
as follows: 

§ 248.3 Application. 
***** 

(c) Factors to be considered in 
determining application for change of 
nonimmigrant status. Ap alien seeking a 
change of nonimmigrant status must 
show that he has maintained his lawful 
nonimmigrant status and is eligible for 
the nonimmigrant classification sought. 
Upon such a showing, the application 
should be granted in the exercise of 
discretion unless there are adverse 
factors which outweigh any favorable 


factors. The following factor should be 
considered among those which 
adversely affect the application: 
evidence that the alien misled consular 
officials concerning his intention in 
seeking admission to the United States. 

(d) Approval of application. If the 
application is granted, the applicant 
shall be notified of the decision and 
granted new period of time to remain in 
the United States without the 
requirement of filing a separate 
application and paying a separate fee 
for an extension of stay the applicant’s 
nonimmigrant status under his new 
classification shall be subject to the 
terms and conditions applicable 
generally to such classification and to 
such other additional terms and 
conditions, including exaction of bond, 
which the district director deems 
appropriate to the case. 

(e) Denial of application. When the 
application is denied, the applicant shall 
be notified of the decision and of the 
reasons therefor and of his right to 
appeal in accordance with the 
provisions of Part 103 of this chapter. 

PART 249—CREATION OF RECORDS 
OF LAWFUL ADMISSION FOR 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE 

26. It is proposed to amend Part 249 by 
redesignating existing § 249.3 as § 249.4 
and by adding a new § 249.3. As 
amended §§ 249.3 and § 249.4 are 
proposed to read as follows: 

§ 249.3 Factors to be considered in 
determining application under section 249 
of the Act. 

Upon a showing of statutory 
eligibility, discretion should be 
favorably exercised except where to do 
so would be contrary to the welfare, 
safety or security of the United States. 

§ 249.4 Reopening and reconsideration. 

An applicant who alleged entry and 
residence since prior to July 1.1924. but 
in whose case a record was created as 
of the date of approval of the 
application because evidence of 
continuous residence prior to July 1, 

1924, was not submitted, may have his 
case reopened and reconsidered 
pursuant to § 103.5 of this chapter. Upon 
the submission of satisfactory evidence, 
a record of admission as of the date of 
alleged entry may be created. 

PART 250—REMOVAL OF ALIENS 
WHO HAVE FALLEN INTO DISTRESS 

27. It is proposed to amend 5 250.1 by 
adding a new sentence between the 
existing first and second sentences to 
read as follows: 
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§ 250.1 Application. 

* * * Factors to be considered in 
making a determination on an 
application for removal shall include, 
but not be limited to the following: 
advanced age; poor health or mental 
condition; public assistance being 
received, or likely to be received and 
duration of same; public interest; 
marriage to U.S. citizen or permanent 
resident; children to be left unprovided 
for in United States; outstanding debts 
or other obligations in the United States; 
pending or anticipated criminal or other 
legal actions against the alien. * * * 

PART 252—LANDING OF ALIEN 
CREWMEN 

28. It is proposed to amend § 252.1(d) 
by adding three new sentences to the 
end thereof to read as follows: 

§ 252.1 Examination of crewmen. 
***** 

(d) Authorization to land. * * * In 
making a determination to authorize or 
refuse a conditional landing permit, the 
decision must be made on the facts and 
circumstances of each case. Factors to 
be considered shall include, but not be 
limited to: responsible position on 
vessel; length of service; family ties 
abroad; previous bona fide admissions; 
information from master of vessel or 
members of crew or other source; 
previous history of desertions; previous 
desertions from vessel; evidence of low 
morale or discontent with vessel, 
master, or other crewmembers; 
established occupation in field other 
than as crewman. The fact that a 
crewman is on his First trip ought not be 
used as the sole reason for refusal of a 
conditional landing permit. 
***** 

29. It is proposed to amend 5 252.2 by 
adding a new sentence to the end of the 
existing section to read as follows: 

§ 252.2 Revocation of conditional landing 
permits; deportation. 

• • # A determination that the alien 
crewman is not a bona fide crewman or 
that he does not intend to depart on the 
vessel on which he arrived in the United 
States shall be based upon evidence 
such as the following: negative 
information from the master, other 
members of the crew or other sources; 
evidence of attempted desertion as 
shown by an encounter with the alien 
with luggage away from the vessel, an 
attempt by the alien to board airplane, 
train or bus for other areas without 
written authorization from master or 
other responsible official, possession of 
evidence which would indicate an intent 
to desert such as plane tickets or letters. 


30. It is proposed to add a new Part 
254 to Chapter I, Title 8 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations to read as follows: 

PART 254—MITIGATION OF FINE 
ASSESSED UNDER SECTION 254<aX2) 
OF THE l&N ACT 

§ 254.1 Factors to be considered In 
mitigation of fines assessed under section 
254(a)(2). 

In determining the mitigation of a fine 
under section 254(a)(2) of the Act, the 
following factors shall be among those 
considered: timeliness of the notification 
of escape; the precautions taken, if any, 
to detain the crewman on board; the 
extent of cooperation with the Service 
after the escape of the crewman; the 
extent and seriousness of any efforts of 
the responsible parties to locate and/or 
apprehend the escapee; the fact of 
apprehension of the escapee by the 
responsible parties or the voluntary 
return of the crewman; the promptness 
of removal of the excapee by and at the 
expense of the responsible parties; and 
the fact of apprehension of the escapee 
by Service officers on information from 
the responsible parties. It is incumbent 
upon the responsible parties to 
affirmatively establish the reasons for 
mitigation. The reasonableness of the 
precautions exercised under the 
circumstances not necessarily their 
effectiveness, shall be considered to 
determine the extent of mitigation, if 
any. 

31. It is proposed to amend Chapter I 
of Title 8 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations by adding a new Part 256 
and a new § 256.1 to read as follows: 

PART 256—MITIGATION OF FINE 
ASSESSED UNDER SECTION 256 OF 
THE l&N ACT 

§ 256.1 Factors to be considered in 
mitigation of fines assessed under section 
256 of the Act 

A determination whether to mitigate a 
fine under this section shall be based on 
all the facts and/or circumstances 
surrounding the unlawful payoff or 
discharge. Factors and/or circumstances 
shall include, but not be limited to: 
necessity of emergency hospital 
treatment before permission could be 
obtained from the Service; 
hospitalization reported to the Service 
prior to departure of vessel; no intent to 
violate immigration laws; crewman has 
departed from the United States; and in 
a case where a captain unlawfully paid 
off or discharged a crewman without the 
agent’s knowledge, whether he is a 
seasoned or new officer. Mitigation is 
not warranted solely because the 
crewman has departed. 


32. It is proposed to add a new Part 
271 and § 271.1 to Chapter 1 of Title 8 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations to read 
as follows: 

PART 271—MITIGATION OF FINE 
ASSESSED UNDER SECTION 271(a) OF 
THE l&N ACT 

§ 271.1 Factors to be considered in 
mitigation of fines assessed under section 
271(a) of the Act 

A determination to remit or mitigate a 
fine incurred under section 271(a) of the 
Act shall be based on all pertinent 
factors. Factors shall include, but not 
limited to: precautions taken by the 
responsible parties to prevent unlawful 
entry (e.g., notice to hotel of intent to 
lodge alien, escort of alien by carrier 
official to hotel, arrangements made to 
insure alien does not abscond, and 
escort of alien by carrier official to 
Service office as directed); cooperation 
with Service officers; efforts to locate 
alien who absconded; and actual return 
of alien by responsible party and 
removal from the United States. 

PART 336—PROCEEDINGS BEFORE 
NATURALIZATION COURT 

33. It is proposed to amend § 336.16 by 
adding two new sentences at the end of 
the existing § 336.16 to read as follows: 

§ 336.16 Final hearing; waiver of 30-day 
period. 

• * * In determining whether to grant 
or deny a 30-day waiver, the district 
director shall consider factors in the 
public interest among which are: 
proceeding abroad with U.S. citizen or 
spouse or parent who is in the armed 
forces, or employed by an American 
firm doing business abroad; immediate 
naturalization needed to gain entry into 
the armed forces, entry into a military 
academy, or to obtain security 
clearance; immediate naturalization 
needed to gain benefits of a scholarship; 
an offer of employment which is in the 
public interest. 

(Sec. 103; 8 U.S.C. 1103. Interpret or apply 
secs. 205, 211, 212, 214, 223, 235. 243, 245, 248, 
249, 250, 252. 254, 256, 271, and 336; 8 U.S.C. 
1155,1181,1182. 1184.1203,1225,1253.1255, 
1258,1259,1260, 1282.1284,1286,1321, and 
1447.) 

Public Comment Invited 

In accordance with the provisions of 
section 553 of Title 5 of the United 
States Code, interested persons are 
invited to submit relevant data, views 
and arguments concerning these 
proposed rules to the Commissioner of 
immigration and Naturalization, Room 
7100, 425 Eye Street, NW., Washington. 
DC 20536, on or before August 20.1979. 
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Please submit all representations in 
writing. 

Dated: June 15.1979. 

Leonel J. Castillo, 

Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization . 

|FR Doc 79-19267 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 4410-10-M 


(8CFR Part 242) 

Voluntary Departure Prior To 
Commencement of Hearing; Criteria 
To Be Used in Determinig Existence of 
Compelling Circumstances 

agency: Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, Justice 

action: Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making. 

summary: This Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making proposes an amendment to the 
regulations of the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service under which an 
alien may be granted voluntary 
departure prior to commencement of 
hearing. This proposed rule sets forth 
discretionary criteria to be considered 
by the district director when the alien 
seeks such relief based on compelling 
circumstances. This amendment is 
necessary in order to place these 
discretionary criteria into the 
regulations. We wish these criteria to be 
available to all Service personnel and to 
all members of the public, attorneys and 
representatives, applicants and 
petitioners who come before the Service. 
These amendments are intended to 
insure that all applications for this 
benefit receive consideration under 
appropriate and uniform discretionary 
criteria and that their requests or 
applications for this relief be 
adjudicated in a fair and uniform 
manner in all our Service offices. 
dates: Representations must be 
received on or before August 20,1979. 

addresses: Please submit written 
representations, in duplicate, to the 
Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization, Room 7100, 425 Eye 
Street, N. W., Washington, DC 20536. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James G. Hoofnagle, Jr., Instructions 
Officer. Immigration and Naturalization 
Service. 425 Eye Street, N.W., 
Washington, DC 20536. Telephone: (202) 
633—3048. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
existing 8 CFR 242.5 which was 
amended effective August 9.1978, at 43 
FR 29526, there were set forth 
regulations under which a district 
director could grant an alien voluntary 
departure prior to commencement of 


hearing provided the alien was 
statutorily eligible for voluntary 
departure and otherwise admissible to 
the United States. One of the conditions 
as specified in 8 CFR 242.5(a)(2)(viii) 
would apply to an alien in whose case 
the district director determined there 
were compelling factors which 
warranted such grant of voluntary 
departure prior to commencement of 
hearing. 

A recent comprehensive study 
undertaken by a team chaired by the 
Associate Commissioner for 
Examinations, developed criteria to be 
applied by Service officers in the 
exercise of administrative discretion. 
The determination of compelling factors 
as a basis for granting voluntary 
departure prior to commencement of 
hearing was one of the areas in'which 
discretionary criteria were developed. 

Accordingly, the Service proposes to 
amend subparagraph (viii) of 8 CFR 
242.5(a)(2) by adding discretionary 
factors to be considered but not limited 
to the following: family relationships 
and equities, age, health and ability to 
travel, need to dispose of business or 
personal property, presence required as 
a witness or principal in court or agency 
proceedings, need to complete a 
semester or course in which the student 
is already enrolled at the time he came 
to Service attention, temporary inability 
of an alien to return to his home country 
because of civil war or catastrophic 
circumstances there. 

This amendment is being published in 
order to place criteria for the exercise of 
administrative discretion in the 
regulations for the guidance of the 
Service officers and all members of the 
public, attorneys and representatives, 
applicants and petitioners who come 
before the Service and to assure that all 
applicants and petitioners receive fair 
and equal treatment before the Service. 

In the light of the foregoing it is 
proposed to amend Chapter I of Title 8 
of the Code of Federal Regulations as 
set forth below: 

PART 242—PROCEEDINGS TO 
DETERMINE DEPORTABILITY OF 
ALIENS IN THE UNITED STATES: 
APPREHENSION, CUSTODY, HEARING 
AND APPEAL 

It is proposed to amend 8 CFR 
242.5(a)(2)(viii) to provide criteria for 
guidance in the exercise of discretion as 
set forth below: 

§ 242.5 Voluntary departure prior to 
commencement of hearing. 

• * * * * 

(a)(2) Authorization. Voluntary 
departure may be granted to any alien 


who is statutorily eligible therefor: * * * 
(viii) in whose case the district director 
has determined there are compelling 
factors warranting grant of voluntary 
departure. Factors to be considered may 
include, but should not be limited to. the 
following: family relationships and 
equities; age, health and ability to travel; 
need to dispose of business or personal 
property, presence required as a witness 
or principal in court or agency 
proceedings, need to complete a 
semester or course in which the student 
was already enrolled at the time he/she 
came to Service attention, temporary 
inability of an alien to return to his/her 
home country because of civil war or 
catastrophic circumstances there. 

* • • * • 

(Sec. 103 8 U.S.C. 1103) 

Public Comment Invited 

In accordance with the provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553, interested persons are 
invited to submit relevant data, views 
and arguments concerning this proposed 
rule to the Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization, 425 Eye Street. 

N.W., Washington, DC 20536, on or 
before August 20,1979. All relevant 
representations received on or before 
the above date will be considered. 

Dated: June 15,1979. 

Leonel |. Castillo, 

Commissioner of Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

|FR Doc. 79-19208 Filed 0-20-7* 6.45 am] 

BILUNG CODE 4410-10-M 


FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 

112 CFR Chapter VI] 

Farm Credit System; Lending 
Operations 

AGENCY: Farm Credit Administration. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: The Farm Credit 
Administration, by its Federal Farm 
Credit Board, has under consideration 
proposed amendments to its regulations 
concerning the lending operations of the 
institutions of the Farm Credit System. 
The proposed amendments would (1) 
remove certain restrictions on farm- 
related business financing, (2) clarify 
that the Federal land banks may pay 
interest on future payment funds 
received from borrowers, and (3) modify 
current policies and appraisal standards 
for security offered in connection with 
loans. 

dates: Written comments must be 
received on or before August 19,1979. 
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addresses: Submit any comments or 
suggestions in writing to Donald E. 
Wilkinson, Governor, Farm Credit 
Administration, Washington. D.C. 20578. 
Copies of all communications received 
will be available for examination by 
interested persons in the Office of 
Director, Public Affairs Division. Office 
of Administration, Farm Credit 
Administration. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Sanford A. Belden, Deputy Governor, 
Office of Administration, Farm Credit 
Administration. 490 L’Enfant Plaza. SW.. 
Washington. DC 20578 (202-755-2181). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FCA 

regulations currently require that a farm- 
related business must perform “on- 
farm" services In order to be eligible for 
financing by the Federal land banks and 
production credit associations and that 
loans to such businesses must finance 
only those assets or activities which are 
directly related to services performed on 
the farm. The regulations also provide 
for the concurrence of the banks for 
cooperatives on loans to those 
businesses which will be in competition 
with cooperatives. The proposed 
regulations would remove these 
restrictions so as to permit full financing 
to businesses which furnish farmers and 
ranchers custom-type services directly 
related to on-farm operating needs. 

FCA regulations on loan policy and 
operations permit the Federal land 
banks to accept from borrowers 
advance conditional payments to be 
applied against loan payments becoming 
due in the future. The regulations have 
been interpreted as allowing interest to 
be paid on these funds in an amount not 
to exceed the interest on the related 
loan which would not have otherwise 
accrued if the payments had been 
applied against the loan upon receipt. 
The proposed amendment would clarify 
this by specifically allowing interest on 
these funds at a rate not to exceed the 
loan rate for so long as they remain 
unapplied. 

In addition, the proposed amendment 
would (1) provide for bank board 
policies to assure that nonagricultural 
assets are not given undue consideration 
in the final loan decision. (2) simplify the 
appraisal standards in the current 
regulations, and (3) require that the 
security for Federal land bank loans be 
interests in real estate constituting 
agricultural property, farm-related 
business property, or rural housing as 
appropriate to the type of loan involved. 

The Farm Credit Administration 
considers these proposed amendments 
to be significant. However, they should 
not result in any major impact upon the 


national economy. Therefore, a 
regulatory analysis of the type provided 
for in Executive Order 12044 will not be 
made for any of the proposals. 

Chapter VI of Title 12 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is proposed to be 
amended by revising §§ 613.3050, 
614.4090, 614.4160, 614.4220, 614.4230, 
and 616.6040 as follows: 

PART 613—ELIGIBILITY AND SCOPE 
OF FINANCING 

§ 613.3050 Farm-related business. 

(a) Definition. A farm-related business 
is a person engaged in furnishing to 
farmers or ranchers custom-type farm- 
related services directly related to their 
on-farm operating needs. 

(b) Eligibility. 

(1) To be eligible to borrow, a person 
shall establish as part of his application 
for credit his qualification as a farm- 
related business. 

(2) Loans shall not be made to 
commercial businesses which purchase 
farm products from or sell inputs to 
farmers or ranchers unless substantially 
all of such inputs handled are used 
incident to the services provided. 

(c) Scope of financing. Federal land 
banks may make loans to farm-related 
businesses for necessary sites, capital 
structures and equipment and initial 
working capital for such services. 
Production credit associations may 
make loans to farm-related businesses 
for any working capital, equipment, and 
operating needs incident to the 
operation of farm-related businesses. 
Such Financing is subject to the 
provisions of § 616.6040. 

PART 614—LOAN POLICIES AND 
OPERATIONS 

§ 614.4090 Federal land banks. 

The banks are authorized to make and 
participate with other Federal land 
banks in long-term real estate mortgage 
loans in rural areas for a term of not less 
than 5 years or more than 40 years. 
Subject to limitations applicable to 
making long-term real estate mortgage 
loans, the banks are authorized to make 
continuing commitments to lend and to 
extend financial assistance of a similar 
nature. Policies as prescribed by the 
bank's board shall be used in making 
loans, continuing commitments for 
loans, and in extending other financial 
assistance. Borrowers shall be permitted 
to make advance payments on their 
loans or, under agreement with the 
banks, make advance conditional 
payments to be applied on future 
maturities or to be available for return 
to the borrower for purposes for which 


the bank would increase its existing 
loans. Banks may pay interest on 
advance conditional payments for the 
time the funds are held unapplied at a 
rate not to exceed the rate charged on 
the related loan. 

§614.4160 Lending objective. 
***** 

(b) It is also the objective of the Farm 
Credit System to provide a full range of 
credit services to farmer cooperatives to 
assist them in increasing the income of 
their members as patrons. The type of 
farmer cooperative operation, quality of 
management, and basic financial factors 
shall be carefully evaluated as to their 
effect upon the long-range benefit to 
members. Bank boards shall establish 
policies, and banks for cooperatives 
shall develop procedures for 
administration of quality standards that 
fully consider the needs of. support by. 
and service performed for members, and 
risk protection afforded the lender. 

(c) Subject to FCA approval, bank 
boards 9hall adopt policies adequate to 
provide the direction it desires 
management to follow in administering 
credit and lending standards to ensure 
attainment of the System’s objective. 
Particular direction should be provided 
which ensures that nonagricultural 
assets owned by applicants or included 
in collateral appraisals are not given 
undue weight in the final loan decision. 
These policies should convey the thrust 
that loans made under the eligibility 
provision of § § 613.3020 and 613.3030 
(including loans to bona file farmers) are 
predominantly agricultural loans. Bank 
management shall prescribe operating 
procedures to administer effectively 
board policies, including provision that 
proper weight be given the infinite 
combination of person, property, and 
purpose which can exist. Guidelines 
shall be included which provide for 
identification of that portion of mixed 
value (agricultural and nonagricultural) 
assets which may be considered 
agricultural for lending purposes. 

§614.4220 General. 

(a) Primary real estate security shall 
be valued on the basis of appraised 
value, and primary chattel security or 
additional security shall be valued on 
the basis of recovery value. Bank boards 
shall develop policies, subject to FCA 
approval, to assure that the appraised 
value of nonagricultural assets, i.e., 
mineral deposits, commercial buildings, 
and improvements, are properly 
identified in the appraisal report. 

(b) Appraised Value. Appraised value 
shall be the basis for valuing primary 
real estate and is the reasonably 
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supported market value. Market value is 
defined as the amount which a property 
will bring if a reasonable time is 
allowed to find a purchaser and if both 
seller and prospective buyer are fully 
informed, neither being under abnormal 
pressure. 

(1) The above definition contemplates 
the consummation of a sale and the 
passing of full title from seller to buyer 
under the following conditions: 

(1) Buyer and seller are free of undue 
stimulus and are motivated by no more 
than the reactions of typical owners. 

(ii) Both parties are well informed or 
well advised and act prudently each for 
what he considers his own best interest. 

(iii) A reasonable time is allowed to 
test the market. 

(iv) Payment is made in cash or in 
accordance with financing terms 
generally available in the community for 
this type of property. 

(2) The market value established is for 
collateral purposes and is supported by 
the rationale of the total market over a 
reasonable period of time and is for 
customary and current legal uses of the 
property. It excludes single purpose or 
limited highest and best use sales and 
those based on speculative assumptions. 
A reasonable period of time would 
generally necessitate giving 
consideration to the full range of sales 
over at least the previous 0 months. 

There is a difference between market 
price and market value. Market value 
represents the rationale of buyers 
collectively within the area while 
market price indicates what an 
individual property may have sold for. 
Comparable sales supporting market 
value should meet the true definition of 
market value or reflect proper 
adjustment to the defined market value 
base. 


§ 614.4230 Federal land banks. 

(a) Primary security for a Federal land 
bank loan shall consist of a first lien on 
interest in real estate comprising 
agricultural property, an eligible farm- 
related business, or an eligible rural 
residence, whichever is appropriate for 
the type of loan being made. The real 
estate interest must be a mortgageable 
interest under deeds or leases which 
reasonably may be considered adequate 
to afford the security of a first lien upon 
the rights and interest on which the 
collateral value is predicated. Collateral 
closely aligned with, an integral part of, 
and normally sold with real estate may 
be included in the appraised value of the 
primary security. Values shall be 


determined within approved appraisal 
standards. 

* * * • « 


PART 616—COORDINATION 

§ 616.6040 Farm-related business. 

The district policies as to farm-related 
businesses shall sssure that these 
lending activities do not conflict with 
the objectives and responsibilities of 
any institution of the System. The 
policies may permit loans by production 
credit associations and Federal land 
banks to small cooperatives furnishing 
eligible farm-related services with 
concurrence by the bank for 
cooperatives. 

(Secs. 5.9. 5.12, 5.18, 85 Stat. 619. 620, 621) 
Donald E. Wilkinson, 

Governor. 

Robert T. Lowerre, 

Assistant General Counsel 

JFR Doc. 79-19397 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6705-0 i-M 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

[13CFR Part 121] 

Small Business Size Standards; 
Increase Size Standard of Small 
Business Concerns for Assistance by 
Small Business Investment Companies 
or by Development Companies. 

agency: Small Business Administration. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: This rule proposes to amend 
§ 121.3-11 of 13 CFR to increase the size 
standard for assistance to small 
business concerns by small business 
investment companies or by 
development companies. In short, the 
present size standard defines a small 
concern as one which does not have 
assets exceeding $9.0 million, does not 
have net worth in excess of $4.0 million, 
and does not have average net income 
for the preceeding two (2) years in 
excess of $400,000. Alternatively, a 
small concern is one which qualifies 
under Section 121.3-10. 

The proposed rule would make a 
change in the financial measures used in 
establishing small business size by 
deleting the assets size test. Further, the 
proposed rule would increase the net 
worth test to $6.0 million and increase 
the net income test to $2.0 million. The 
alternative of using Section 121.3-10 
would not change. 
date: Written comments must be 
submitted by August 20,1979. 

ADDRESS ALL COMMENTS TO: ]ohn L. 
Werner, Director, Office of Investment 


Management and Evaluation, 
Investment Division. Small Business 
Administration. 1441 L St. N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20416. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John L Werner, (202) 653-6672. 

supplementary information: Deletion 
of Assets Size as a Measure. Using a 
uniform assets size test for all industries 
is not appropriate due to the 
considerable technological contrasts 
between industries. 

The two more commonly used 
measures of inter-industry technological 
differences are the ratio of capital to 
production worker and the ratio of 
capital to output. Capital for this 
purpose is considered tangible assets 
used in the production of output without 
regard to the financing of such assets. 
Seldom do industries have identical 
technologies and thus seldom does the 
absolute level of assets tell much about 
relative size. In short, a firm with $25.0 
million of assets in one industry could 
be small while one of the same assets 
size in another industry could be large. 

It is for this reason that the proposed 
rule would delete the assets test as a 
measure of size for the purpose of 
assistance by small business investment 
companies or development companies. 

Increase in Net Worth Standard. 
Inflation has considerably eroded the 
value of the dollar since August 1975 
when the SBIC size standards were last 
adjusted. The price deflator for 
Nonresidential Fixed Investment as it 
appears in the Gross National Product 
accounts shows that prices for that 
sector have increased 2.2 times (through 
1978) since the inception of the SBIC 
program. This multiplier applied to the 
program’s original net worth size 
standard produces a price adjusted net 
worth standard of $5.5 million through 

1978. 

This proposed rule would increase the 
net worth standard to $6.0 million to 
adjust for inflation through the end of 
1978 and forward through the end of 

1979. 

Increase in Net Income Standard 
Recent studies and Congressional 
hearings indicate that after-tax earnings 
of over $2.0 million is a minimum level 
to consider for public offerings of a 
firm’s securities, all other conditions 
being ideal. 

There is a substantial gap between 
the present net income size standard of 
$400,000 and the $2.0 minimum public 
offering level and the proposed rule 
would provide standards to fill that gap. 

In light of the above, and pursuant to 
authority contained in section 5(b)(6) of 
the Small Business Act, as amended (15 










36196 


Federal Register / Vol. 44, No. 121 / Thursday, June 21, 1979 / Proposed Rules 


U.S.C. 634 et seq.) Section 121.3-11 of 
Part 121. Chapter I of Title 13 Code of 
Federal Regulations is proposed to be 
amended as follows. 

5 121.3-11 Definition of small business for 
assistance by small business investment 
companies or by development companies. 

A small business concern for the 
purpose of receiving financial or other 
assistance from small business 
investment companies or development 
companies in one which: 

(a) Together with its affiliates, is 
independently owned and operated, is 
not dominant in its field of operations, 
does not have net worth in excess of 
$6.0 million, and does not have an 
average net income after Federal income 
taxes, for the preceding 2 years in 
excess of $2.0 million (average net 
income to be computed without benefit 
of any carryover loss); or 

(b) Qualifies as a small business 
concern under § 121.3-10. 

Dated: June 8.1979. 

William H. Mauk, 

Acting Administrator. 

|FR Doc. 7SMB318 Filed 8-20-TO 845 am| 

BILLING CODE 8025-01-41 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Aviation Administration 

[14CFR Part 39] 

(Docket No. 79-NW-17-AD) 

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 747 
Series Airplanes 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 
action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM)._ 

summary: This notice proposes to adopt 
an Airworthiness Directive (AD) that 
would require rework, replacement and 
modifications of ceratin fuel system 
components installed in the Boeing 
Model 747 airplane fuel system to 
improve the lightning protection design 
of those components. The proposed AD 
is prompted by certain investigative 
findings and probable sequence of event 
leading to the Boeing 747 wind failure 
near Madrid, Spain, reported in the 
National Transportation Safety Board 
Special Investigation Report NTSB- 
AAR-78-12. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before August 15,1979. 
addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to: Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 


Attention: Airworthiness Rules Docket. 
Docket No. 79-NW-17-AD. 9010 East 
Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington 98108. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Thomas F. Curran, Propulsion 
Section, ANW-214, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, FAA Northwest 
Region, 9010 East Marginal Way South. 
Seattle. Washington 98108, telephone 
(206)767-2520. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

National Transportation Safety Board 
(NTSB) Special Investigation Report. 
NTSB-AAR-78-12, involving an 
investigation of a wing failure on a 
Boeing Model 747 established factually 
that a lightning strike to the airplane 
and an exposion in the No. 1 (left wing) 
fule tank occurred within one minute 
prior to wing failure. The Board did not 
establish the cause of the wing failure 
but presented three hypotheses of initial 
and subsequent sequence of events. Of 
the three, only failure caused by internal 
overpressure is related to the evidence 
that confirms combustion and pressure 
existed before and after separation of 
the aft outboard comer of the No. 1 main 
fuel tank upper skin. 

In this regard, the Boards’ conclusions 
are that the most probable sequence of 
events leading to the wing failure began 
with ignition of fuel vapors in the No. 1 
fuel tank. No evidence was found that 
provides conclusive identity of the 
ignition source. However, the results of 
the Boards’ investigation do provide, 
conclusively, that certain components 
did not or were incapable of causing 
ignition by generating an electrical 
spark as the result of a lightning strike. 
Additional tests (not reported in NTSB- 
AAR-78-12) were conducted by the 
manufacturer on those components 
which are listed as potential sources of 
ignition. The results of these additional 
tests also provided conclusively that 
these suspect components were not the 
ignition source and thereby, essentially, 
eliminated all fuel system components 
which were available to the Board and 
Wing Study Group to examine as 
sources of ignition. 

The only corrective action known at 
this time would be precautionary and is 
to require incorporation of lightning 
protection design improvements 
developed by the manufacturer but with 
no scientific assurance that the ignition 
source has been eliminated. 

Modifictions under development at the 
time of the accident and others that 
have subsequently been developed 
which are intended to improve the 
lightning protection for the Model 747 
airplane fuel system have been, or will 


be, incorporated into service bulletins 
by the manufacturer. 

To reduce the possibility of the 
existence of an ignition source in the 747 
fuel system, it is proposed to issue an 
Airworthiness Directive that requires 
modification to certain fuel system 
components which will improve the 
lightning protection of these 
components. 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, views, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communications 
should identify the regulatory docket or 
notice number and be submitted in 
duplicate to the address specified 
above. All communications received on 
or before the closing date for comments 
specified above will be considered by 
the Administrator before taking action 
on the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. A 
report summarizing each FAA/public 
contact concerned with the substance of 
this proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Availability of NPRM’s 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel. 
Attention: Airworthiness Directive Rules 
Docket. Docket No. 79-NW-17-AD. 9010 
East Marginal Way South, Seattle. 
Washington 98108. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
Section 39.13 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) by adding the 
following new Airworthiness Directive: 
BOEING: Applies to Boeing Model 747 
series airplanes certificated in all 
categories. Compliance required as 
indicated. To improve the lightning 
protection design of the fuel system, 
accomplish the following: Within 3000 
hours time in service or twelve calendar 
months, whichever occurs first, unless 
already accomplished or an equivalent 
modification was incorporated during 
production, modify the fuel system as 
follows: 

A. Rework the outboard wing fuel 
system components in accordance with 
Boeing Service Bulletin 747-28-2068. 
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Revision 1, dated June 23,1978, and ITT 
Service Bulletin 125423-28-02, Revision 
1, dated October 1,1978. or later FAA- 
approved revisions. 

B. Install wiring shrouds on the fuel 
quantity system in accordance with 
Boeing Service Bulletin 747-28-2069 
dated June 1.1979, or later FAA- 
approved revision. 

C. Replace the nonmetallic fuel tank 
and dry bay access doors in accordance 
with Boeing Service Bulletin 747-57-2035 
dated December 18.1970, and 747-28- 
2084 dated June 23,1978, or later FAA- 
approved revisions. 

Equivalent modifications may be used 
when approved by the Chief, 

Engineering and Manufacturing Branch. 
FAA Northwest Region. 9010 East 
Marginal Way South. Seattle, 
Washington 98108 

(Secs. 313(a). 601 and 603, Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 
1421, and 1423); Sec. 6(c), Department of 
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c); and 14 
CFR 11.85). 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not considered to be significant 
under the provisions of Executive Order 
12044 and as implemented by Department of 
Transportation Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26.1979)). 

Issued in Seattle. Washington, on June 13. 
1979. 

C. B. Walk, Jr., 

Director ; Northwest Region. 

(FR Doc. 79-19352 Piled 6-20-79: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


[14 CFR Part 39] 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Harold N. Wantiez, P.E. Airframe 
Section, ANW-212, Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch. FAA Northwest 
Region, 9010 East Marginal Way South, 
Seattle, Washington 98108, telephone 
(206) 767-2516. 

SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in the making of the 
proposed rule by submitting such 
written data, view9, or arguments as 
they may desire. Communication should 
identify the regulatory docket or note 
number and be submitted in duplicate to 
the address specified above. All 
communications received on or before 
the closing date for comments specified 
above will be considered by the 
Administrator before taking action on 
the proposed rule. The proposals 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. A 
report summarizing each FAA-public 
contact concerned with the substance of 
this proposal will be filed in the Rules 
Docket. 

Availability of NPRM’s 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 
Attention: Airworthiness Rules Docket, 


Docket No. 79-NW-16-AD 9010 East 
Marginal Way South, Seattle, 
Washington 98108. 

Discussion of the Proposed Rule 

Recent inspections of Boeing 707/720 
aircraft have detected several cracks in 
the wing lower surface skin splice 
stringers. The cracks initiate from 
fastener holes in splice stringers and 
have caused cracks in wing skin. If 
cracks are allowed to grow, it is possible 
that the structural capability of the wing 
lowersurface could be seriously 
compromised. 

It is proposed that an AD be issued 
which requires repetitive low frequency 
eddy current inspection of the wing 
lower surface in accordance with Boeing 
Service Bulletin 3226 Rev. 2. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Sec. 
39.13 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) by adding the 
following new Airworthiness Directive: 
Boeing: Applies to all Boeing 707/720 
airplanes. 

A. At the accumulation of the threshold 
number of landings noted below in column 2, 
within the initial inspection interval given in 
column 3. and at intervals thereafter not to 
exceed the repetitive intervals noted in 
column 4 below, perform a low frequency 
eddy current inspection of the wing lower 
skin splice stringers in accordance with 
Boeing Service Bulletin 3226 Revision 2 or in 
a manner approved by the Chief, Engineering 
and Manufacturing Branch, FAA Northwest 
Region: 


(Docket No. 79-NW-16-AD] 

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing 707/ 
720 Series Airplanes 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Adminstration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPRM). 

summary: It is proposed to adopt an 
Airworthiness Directive (AD) which 
would require rej>etitive inspection of all 
Boeing 707/720 aircraft for cracks in the 
wing lower skin splice stringers. If 
cracks exist and go undetected, a safety 
of flight problem could result. 
date: Comments must be received on or 
before August 6,1979. 
addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in duplicate to: Federal 
Aviation Administration, Northwest 
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, 
Attention: Airworthiness Rules Docket 
No. 79-NW-16-AD, 9010 East Marginal 
Way South, Seattle, Washington 98108. 


1 

2 

3 

4 

Airplane 

Threshold 

(landings) 

Initial inspection 
Interval (landings) 

Repetitive 
Interval (landtags) 

707-100/200/1008... 

. 22000 

1.290 

1.690 

1.425 

740 

715 

2 580 

707-300/400. 


3.380 

707-3000 . 

20000 

707-300C. 

15 000 

A.OJVI 

« 4on 

720/7208. 

. isiooo 

I |4vU 

1.430 


B. If cracks are found, repair prior to 
further flight in accordance with a method 
approved by the Chief. Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, FAA Northwest 
Region. 

C. For the purpose of complying with this 
AD and subject to acceptance by the 
assigned FAA Maintenance Inspector, the 
number of landings may be determined by 
dividing each airplane’s hours time-in-service 
by the operator’s fleet average from takeoff to 
landing for the airplane type. 

D. Upon request of the operator, an FAA 
Maintenance Inspector, subject to prior 


approval of the Chief. Engineering and 
Manufacturing Branch, FAA Northwest 
Region may adjust the inspection interval if 
the request contains substantiating data to 
justify the increase for that operator. (Secs. 
313(a), 601. 603, Federal Aviation Act of 1958, 
as amended (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421,1423); 
sec. 6(c) Department of Transportation Act 
(49 U.S.C. 1655(c): 14 CFR 11.85).) 

Note.—The FAA ha9 determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not considered to be significant 
under the provisions of Executive Order 
12044 and as implemented by Department of 
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Transportation Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures {44 F.R. 11034; February 26.1979). 

Issued in Seattle, Washington, on 
June 11,1979. 

C B. Walk. Jr., 

Director, Northwest Region . 

|FR Doc. 79-19193 Filed 8-20-79; 8 45 am) 

BILUNG COO€ 4910-13-M 


[14CFR Part 71) 

I Airspace Docket No. 79-ASW-17] 

Proposed Designation of Transition 
Area: Watonga, Oklahoma 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making. 

summary: This notice proposes to 
designate a transition area at Watonga, 
Okla., to provide controlled airspace for 
aircraft executing a proposed instrument 
approach procedure to the Watonga 
Airport using a proposed approach from 
the Kingfisher VORTAC. Coincident 
with this action, the airport is changed 
from visual flight rules (VFR) to 
instrument flight rules (IFR). 
date: Comments must be received by 
July 23,1979. 

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the 
proposal to: Chief Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division, 
Southwest Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration. P.O. Box 1689, Fort 
Worth, Texas 76101. The official docket 
may be examined at the following 
location; Office of the Regional Counsel, 
Southwest Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration. 4400 Blue Mound Road, 
Fort Worth, Texas. 

An informal docket may be examined 
at the Office of the Chief. Airspace and 
Procedures Branch, Air Traffic Division. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Manuel R. Hugonnett, Airspace and 
Procedures Branch (ASW-536), Air 
Traffic Division, Southwest Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O. 
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 76101; 
telephone: (817) 624-4911, extension 302. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Subpart 
G 71.181 (44 FR 442) of FAR Part 71 
contains the description of transition 
areas designated to provide controlled 
airspace for the benefit of aircraft 
conducting IFR activity. Designation of a 
transition area at Watonga, Okla., will 
necessitate an amendment to this 
subpart. 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views, or arguments as 


they may desire. Communications 
should be submitted in triplicate to 
Chief. Airspace and Procedures Branch, 
Air Traffic Division, Southwest Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O. 
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 76101. All 
communications received within 30 days 
after publication of this notice in the 
Federal Register will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. No public hearing is 
contemplated at this time, but 
arrangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Administration 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. All 
comments submitted will be available, 
both before and after the closing date 
for comments, in the Rules Docket for 
examination by interested persons. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of proposed rule making (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Chief, 
Airspace and Procedures Branch. Air 
Traffic Division. Southwest Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, P.O. 
Box 1689, Fort Worth, Texas 76101, or by 
calling (817) 624-4911, extension 302. 
Communications must identify the 
notice number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRMs should contact the 
office listed above. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Subpart G of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Part 71) to designate a transition 
area at Watonga, Okla. The FAA 
believes this action will enhance IFR 
operations at the Watonga Airport by 
providing controlled airspace for aircraft 
executing a proposed instrument 
approach procedure using the Kingfisher 
VORTAC. Subpart G of Part 71 was 
republished in the Federal Register on 
January 2,1979 (44 FR 442). 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the FAA proposes to 
amend 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
republished (44 FR 442) by adding the 
Watonga, Okla.. transition area as 
follows: 


Watonga, Okla., 700-foot transition area 

That airspace extending upward from 
700 feet above the surface within a 6.5- 
mile radius of the Watonga. Okla., 
Airport (35*51'35” N. latitude. 98°25'13" 
W. longitude.) 

(Sec. 307(a). Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49 
U.S.C. 1348(a)) and Sec. 6(c). Department of 
Transportation Ac! (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).) 

The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed 
regulation which is not significant under 
Executive Order 12044, as implemented 
by DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 11034; February 26. 
1979). Since this regulatory action 
involves an established body of 
technical requirements for which 
frequent and routine amendments are 
necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight 
operations, the anticipated impact is so 
minimal that this action does not 
warrant preparation of a regulatory 
evaluation and a comment period of less 
than 45 days is appropriate. 

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on June 
7.1979. 

Henry N. Stewart, 

Acting Director, Southwest Region. 

(FR Doc. 79-19192 Filed 6-20-79; 8.45 am] 

BILUNG COOC 4910-13-N 


114 CFR Part 71] 

[Airspace Docket No. 79-AL-9] 

Designation of Control Zone, Umiat, 
Alaska 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 
action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 

summary: This (NPRM) proposes to 
designate a control zone at Umiat, 
Alaska, to provide protected airspace 
for aircraft conducting instrument flight 
rule approach and departure procedures 
at the Umiat airport. A Notice of 
Proposed Rulemaking to designate a 
control zone and transition area at 
Umiat was issued in February 1975 (40 
FR 7678). Comments received were 
favorable. However, because weather 
observations at that time were not 
continuous, it was decided to delay 
designation of the control zone. The 700- 
foot transition area was designated and 
made effective on June 19,1975 (40 FR 
17836). Weather observations are now 
available on a continuous basis. 

date: Comments must be received on or 
before July 23,1979. 

addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Director, FAA 
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Alaskan Region, Attn: Chief. Air Traffic 
Division, Docket No. 79-AL-9, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Box 14, 701 C 
Street. Anchorage, Alaska 99513. 

The official docket may be examined 
at the following location: Office of the 
Regional Counsel, Alaskan Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration, Box 
14, 701 C Street, Anchorage, Alaska 
99513. 

An informal docket may be examined 
at the office of the Chief, Operations, 
Procedures and Airspace Branch. Air 
Traffic Division, at the above address. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

John G. Costello, Operations, 
Procedures, and Airspace Branch, Air 
Traffic Division, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Box 14, 701 C Street. 
Anchorage. Alaska 99513, telephone 
907/271-5902. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views, or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
the Director, Alaskan Region, attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Box 14, 701 C 
Street, Anchorage, Alaska 99513. All 
communications received on or before 
July 1979, will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. A report 
summarizing each public contact with 
FAA personnel concerned with this 
rulemaking will be filed in the public 
docket. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Chief, 
Operations, Procedures and Airspace 
Branch, Air Traffic Division, Alaskan 
Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration. Box 14, 701 C Street, 
Anchorage. Alaska 99513, or by calling 
907/271-5902. Communications must 
identify the docket number of this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRMs should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2, which 
describes application procedures. 


The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Subpart F of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Part 71) to designate a control zone 
at Umiat, Alaska. This proposal would 
provide protected controlled airspace 
for aircraft conducting prescribed 
instrument approach and departure 
procedures at the Umiat airport while 
operating below 1,000 feet. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend Part 
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations 
(14 CFR Part 71) as follows: 

§71.171 (Amended 1 

By amending § 71.171 as republished 
(44 FR 353) to designate the Umiat 
control zone as follows: 

Umiat, Alaska 

Within a 5-mile radius of the Umiat airport, 
latitude 69*2217" N., longitude 152*08'00" W.j 
within 3 miles each side of the 079* bearing 
from the Umiat NDB extending from the 5- 
mile radius zone to 8 miles east of the NDB; 
and within 3 miles each side of the 259* 
bearing from the Umiat NDB extending from 
the 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles west of the 
NDB. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)): Sec. 6(c) of the 
Department of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 
1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.65) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a regulation which is not 
significant under Executive Order 12044, as 
implemented by DOT Regulatory Policies and 
Procedures (44 FR 1134, February 26,1979). 
Since this regulatory action involves an 
established body of technical requirements 
for which frequent and routine amendments 
are necessary to keep them operationally 
current and promote safe flight operations, 
and anticipated impact is so minima) that this 
action does not warrant preparation of a 
regulatory evaluation. 

Issued in Anchorage. Alaska, on June 12, 
1979. 

David C. Simpson, 

Acting Director, Alaskan Region. 

IFR Doc. 79-19302 Filed 0-20-79. 8:45 hid) 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


[14 CFR Part 71J 

lAirspace Docket No. 79-EA-17] 

Proposed Alteration of Control Zone: 
New York, N.Y. (J.F.K. International 
Airport) 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 

action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 


summary: This notice proposes to alter 
the New York, N.Y. (J.F.K. Intematinal 
Airport) Control Zone to increase the 
zone. The additional control zone 
airspace would permit the United States 
Coast Guard (USCG) search and rescue 
helicopters and New York City Police 
Department (NYPD) helicopters to 
depart and arrive CGAS Brooklyn 
Airport under Special Visual Flight 
Rules (VFR) meteorological conditions. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before August 2,1979. 

addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Chief, Airspace 
& Procedures Branch, AEA-530, Eastern 
Region. Federal Aviation 
Administration, Federal Building, 
Jamaica, New York 11430. The docket 
may be examined at the following 
location: FAA, Office of Regional 
Counsel, AEA-7, Federal Building, J.F.K. 
International Airport, Jamaica, New 
York 11430. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Charles J. Bell, Airspace & Procedures 
Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic Division, 
Federal Aviation Administration, 

Federal Building, J.F.K. International 
Airport. Jamaica, New York 11430, 
Telephone (212) 995-3391. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested parties may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
the Director, Eastern Region, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal 
Aviation Administration. Federal 
Building. J.F.K. International Airport, 
Jamaica, New York 11430. All 
communications received on or before 
August 2,1979, will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposals contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Chief, 
Airspace & Procedures Branch, AEA- 
530, Eastern Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration. Federal Building, 
Jamaica, New York 11430, or by calling 
(212) 995-3391. 

Communications must identify the 
docket number of this NPRM. Persons 
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interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRMs should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedures. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Subpart F of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Part 71) to alter the New York, N.Y. 
(J.F.K. International Airport) Control 
Zone. The alteration would add 
approximately one mile to the southwest 
portion of the control zone. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
Section 71.171 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
follows: 

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71 of the 
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to 
amend the description of the New York, 
N.Y. (J.F.K. International Airport) 

Control Zone as follows: 

In the text, deleted “Within a 5-mile 
radius of the center, 40°38'25" N , 
73°46'4T' W., of John F. Kennedy 
International Airport,” and substitute 
therefor, "Within a 5-mile radius of the 
center. 40°38'25" N.. 73°46'41” W.. of 
John F. Kennedy Airport; within a 3-mile 
radius of the center 40°35'30” N.. 
73 # 53'30” W ” of CGAs Brooklyn 
Airport, Brooklyn, N.Y. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and of 
Sec. 6(c) of the Department of Transportation 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.65)* 
Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not considered to be significant 
under the procedures and criteria prescribed 
by Executive Order 12044 and as 
implemented by interim Department of 
Transportation guidelines (43 FR 9582; March 
8.1978). 

Issued in famaica. New York, on June 8, 
1979. 

Thomas C. Halloran. 

Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

(FR Doc. 79-19355 Piled 8-20-79: 8:45 am] 

BILUNG COO€ 4910- 13-M 


114 CFR Part 711 

(Airspace Docket No. 79-SO-361 

Proposed Alteration of Terminal 
Control Area Atlanta, Ga. 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 

action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 


summary: The FAA proposes to alter 
the Atlanta. Georgia, Terminal Control 
Area (TCA) by designating additional 
TCA airspace where required to 
accommodate long range aircraft 
departing Runway 8 and turbojet 
aircraft arriving from the southeast and 
southwest executing profile descents. 
The William B. Hartsfield Atlanta 
International Airport currently averages 
approximately 1,700 operations per day, 
and during the 12-month period ending 
April 30.1978, recorded 18,981,175 
enplaned passengers. The proposed 
alteration represents the minimum 
amount of airspace required in the 
interest of safety to contain turbojet 
operations in the TCA. 
dates: Comments must be received on 
or before August 21.1979. 
adoress: Send comments on the 
proposal to: Director, Southern Region, 
Federal Aviation Administration. 
Attention: Chief, Air Traffic Division, 
Docket No. 79-SO-36, P.O. Box 20636. 
Atlanta. Georgia 30320. 
examination OF docket: The docket for 
this action may be examined at the 
Office of the Regional Air Traffic 
Division at 3400 Whipple Street, East 
Point, Georgia (Room 648). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard M. Robinson, Chief, Airspace 
and Procedures Branch, Federal 
Aviation Administration, P.O. Box 
20636, Atlanta, Georgia 30320; telephone: 
404-763-7425. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments Invited 

Interested persons may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
the Director. Southern Region, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division. P.O. Box 
20636. Atlanta. Georgia 30320. All 
communications received on or before 
August 15,1979, will be considered 
before action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposal contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments 
received will be available in the Rules 
Docket for examination by interested 
persons, both before and after the 
closing date. A report summarizing each 
public contact with FAA personnel 
concerned with this rulemaking will be 
filed in the public, regulatory docket. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM) 


by submitting a request to the Federal 
Aviation Administration, Office of 
Public Affairs, Attention: Public 
Information Center, APA-430, 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20591, or by calling 
(202) 426-8058. Communications must 
identify the notice number of this 
NPRM. Persons interested in being 
placed on a mailing list for future 
NPRMs should also request a copy of 
Advisory Circular No. 11-2 which 
describes the application procedures. 

The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Subpart K of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR 71) to alter certain lateral and 
vertical dimensions of the Atlanta TCA. 
The original Atlanta TCA became 
operational on June 25,1970. Since that 
time, a runway has been added, 
instrument approach procedures 
revised, profile descent procedures 
implemented and the upper limit of the 
TCA revised to 12,500 feet and 
expanded laterally to 35 miles. The 
upper limit of the Atlanta TCA joins the 
altitude level where all aircraft are 
required to have a transponder with 
Mode 3/A 4096 code capability and 
Mode C automatic altitude reporting 
capability. This proposal was altered 
and shaped on the basis of nine 
meetings with a total of 138 interested 
users in addition to an Informal 
Airspace Meeting attended by 130 
persons. The alterations proposed to the 
Atlanta Terminal Control Area would 
not change existing flight procedures, 
including those used for noise 
abatement purposes, or affect 
established minimum flight altitudes. 
Except for a small reduction in aircraft 
noise generated above 4,000 feet, the 
proposed alterations would not affect 
the environment. The economic impact 
of the proposed alterations would be 
small. The changes proposed serve a 
three-fold purpose: (1) increase safety 
by reducing the midair collision 
potential; (2) abate aircraft noise by 
permitting large jet aircraft to descend 
at idle thrust power, and (3) promote 
fuel efficiency by allowing use of the 
most effective descent procedures. In 
response to comments received at an 
FAA Informal Airspace Meeting held 
May 17,1979. objecting to any change in 
the surface area, the surface area of the 
Atlanta TCA would not be changed by 
this proposal. Instead, the proposal is to 
lower the TCA base from 2,500 to 2.100 
feet in a small area between a 7-mile 
and 9-mile radius east of the Atlanta 
VORTAC and north of Atlanta 
VORTAC 090 radial. The Hartsfield 
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Airport is accommodating an increasing 
number of long range aircraft. Load 
factors, noise abatement climbout 
procedures, and normal summer 
temperatures make it necessary to lower 
a two-mile segment east of the end of 
Runway 8 in order to assure 
containment of all departure operations, 
particularly intercontinental jets, in 
protected airspace. In response to 
another suggestion, the area east of the 
flartsfield Airport is configured to 
permit VFR pilots to continue using the 
REX Vor in circumnavigating the 
Atlanta TCA surface area. The proposed 
TCA extensions from 35 to 42 miles 
southeast and southwest of the 
Hart9fie!d Airport with a 10.000-foot 
base would permit jet aircraft to use a 
300 per nautical mile descent rate for 
profile descent procedures. The existing 
TCA configuration defeats use of a 
consistent stabilized descent rate. The 
major benefits of profile descent 
procedures are fuel conservation and 
noise abatement. Currently, it is 
necessary for pilots to reapply power 
and fly level for a period in order to 
remain within the confines of the TCA. 
This stairstep-like procedure i 9 
counterproductive both in terms of 
aircraft noise and fuel efficiency. The 
wing extensions would have no 
additional impact on use of V-154 and 
V-362, the bypass airways. 

Alterations in areas southeast and 
southwest of Atlanta with proposed 
4,000 and 5,000-foot bases are required 
to assure that large turbine engine 
airplanes will remain within the TCA in 
an idle thrust power (profile descent) 
mode after they enter the TCA 42 miles 
southeast or southwest of Hartsfield 
Airport. These aircraft are required to 
be level at 4,000 feet, three miles south 
of the extended runway centerline of 
Runway 8/26, in order to have altitude 
separation from aircraft arriving from 
the northeast and northwest descending 
to 5,000 feet during periods when 
simultaneous instrument approaches are 
being conducted to Runway 8/26 and 
Runway 9R/27L The proposed revisions 
were derived by computing the normal 
descent rate and flight paths to be flown 
to the point where the aircraft must 
reach 4,000 feet. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me. the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
§ 71.401 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 71) as 
republished (44 FR 654) as follows: 


The William B. Hartsfield Atlanta 
International Airport 

Latitude 3?3#3V N, Longitude &T2&34" W. 

Area A: That airspace extending upward 
from the surface to and including 12.500 feet 
MSL bounded on the east and west by a 
seven-mile radius of the Atlanta VORTAC. 
on the south by a line four miles south of and 
parallel to the Runway 09R/27L localizer 
courses, and on the north by a line four miles 
north of and parallel to the Runway 08/20 
localizer courses: excluding the Charlie 
Brown County Airport Control Zone. 

Area B: That airspace extending upward 
from 2.100 feet MSL to and including 12.500 
feet MSL east of Atlanta Hartsfield Airport 
between the 7 and 9 nautical mile radius of 
Atlanta VORTAC, bounded on the south by 
the Atlanta VORTAC 090 radial and on the 
north by a line four miles north of and 
parallel to the Runway 08/20 localizer 
courses. 

Area C: That airspace extending upward 
from 2,500 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL bounded on the east and west by a 
12-mile radius of the Atlanta VORTAC. on 
the south by a line four miles south of and 
parallel to the Runway 09R/27L localizer 
courses, and on the north by a line four miles 
north of and parallel to the Runway 08/20 
localizer courses; excluding the Charlie 
Brown County Airport Control Zone and that 
airspace contained in Areas A and B. 

Area D: That airspace extending upward 
from 3.500 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL bounded on the east and west by a 
20-mile radius of the Atlanta VORTAC. on 
the south by a line eight miles south of and 
parallel to the Runway 09R/27L localizer 
courses, and on the north by a line eight 
miles north of and parallel to the Runway 08/ 
26 localizer courses: excluding that airspace 
contained in Areas A. B. and C. 

Area E: That airspace extending upward 
from 4.000 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL south of the Atlanta VORTAC 090 
and 270 radials, bounded on the east and 
west by a 25-mile radius of the Atlanta 
VORTAC, on the south by a line 12 miles 
south of and parallel to the Runway 09R/27L 
localizer courses: excluding that airspace 
from the Atlanta VORTAC 138 radial 
clockwise to the Atlanta VORTAC 218 radial 
and within Areas A. C. and D. 

Area F: That airspace extending upward 
from 5,000 feet MSL to and including 12.500 
feet MSL bounded on the east and west by a 
25-mile radius of the Atlanta VORTAC, 
clockwise between a line 12 miles south of 
and parallel to the Runway 09R/27L localizer 
courses and the Alanta VORTAC 138 radial, 
and clockwise between the Atlanta VORTAC 
218 radial and a line 12 miles south of and 
parallel to the Runway 09R/27L localizer 
courses: excluding that airspace contained in 
Areas A. C. D. and E. 

Area G: That airspace extending upward 
from 8,000 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL within a 25-mile radius of the 
Atlanta VORTAC north of the Atlanta 
VORTAC 090 and Atlanta 270 radials, and 
south of Atlanta VORTAC in an area 
bounded on the north by a line eight miles 
south of and parallel to the Runway 09R/27L 


localizer courses, on the east by the Atlanta 
VORTAC 138 radial, on the south by a line 12 
miles south of and parallel to the Runway 
09R/27L localizer courses, and on the west by 
the Atlanta VORTAC 218 radial; excluding 
that airspace clockwise between the Atlanta 
VORTAC 323 and 031 radials north of a line 
12 miles north of and parallel to the Runway 
08/20 localizer courses, and that airspace 
contained In Areas A, B, C. and D. 

Area H: That airspace extending upward 
from 8.000 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL within a 29-mile radius of the 
Atlanta VORTAC. and within a 35-mile 
radius of the Atlanta VORTAC clockwise 
between the Atlanta VORTAC 118 radial and 
Atlanta 138 radial and clockwise between the 
Atlanta VORTAC 218 radial and Atlanta 238 
radial; excluding that airspace contained 
within Areas A. B. C, D. E, F and G. 

Area I: That airspace extending upward 
from 10.000 feet MSL to and including 12,500 
feet MSL within a 35-miie radius of the 
Atlanta VORTAC, and within a 42-mile 
radius clockwise between the Atlanta 
VORTAC 118 radial and Atlanta 138 radial 
and clockwise between the Atlanta VORTAC 
218 radial and Atlanta 238 radial; excluding 
that airspace contained within Areas A. B. C. 
D. E. F. G and H. 

(Secs. 307(a) and 313(a). Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, (49 U.S.C. 1348(a) and 1354(a)); Sec. 
6(c). Department of Transportation Act (49 
U.S.C. 1655(c)); and 14 CFR 11.65) 

Note.—The Federal Aviation 
Administration has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not significant under Executive 
Order 12044, as implemented by DOT 
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44 FR 
11034, February 26.1979). A copy of the draft 
evaluation prepared for this action is 
contained in the Regional Regulatory Docket. 
Copies may be obtained by contacting the 
person identified under the caption "FOR 
FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. . 

Issued in East Point. Georgia, on June 14, 
1979. 

George R. Lacaille, 

Acting Director, Southern Region. 

(FR Doc. 78-18353 Filed 0-20-7* &45 um| 

BILUNG COOE 4910-13-M 


[14 CFR Part 71J 

l Airspace Docket No. 79-EA-20J 

Proposed Designation of Transition 
Area: Orange, Va. 

agency: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA). DOT. 

action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 

summary: This notice proposes to 
designate an Orange, Va., Transition 
Area. A new VOR/DME instrument 
approach procedure has been proposed 
for Orange County Airport, Orange, 
Virginia predicated on the Gordonsville 
VORTAC, Gordonsville, Virginia and 
will require a designation of a 700-foot 
floor transition area to provide 









36202 


Federal Register / Vol. 44, No. 121 / Thursday, June 21, 1979 / Proposed Rules 


controlled airspace protection for 
aircraft executing the new proposed 
procedure. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before August 2,1979 

addresses: Send comments on the 
proposal in triplicate to: Chief, Airspace 
& Procedures Branch, AEA-530, Eastern 
Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Federal Building, 
Jamacia, New York 11430. The docket 
may be examined at the following 
location: FAA, Office of Regional 
Counsel. AEA-7, Federal Building, J.F.K. 
International Airport, Jamaica, New 
York 11430. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Charles J. Bell, Airspace & Procedures 
Branch, AEA-530, Air Traffic Division, 
Federal Aviation Administration, 

Federal Building, J.F.K. International 
Airport, Jamaica, New York 11430, 
Telephone (212) 995-3391. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Comments Invited 

Interested parties may participate in 
the proposed rulemaking by submitting 
such written data, views or arguments 
as they may desire. Communications 
should identify the airspace docket 
number and be submitted in triplicate to 
the Director, Eastern Region. Attention: 
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal 
Aviation Administration, Federal 
Building, J.F.K. International Airport, 
Jamaica, New York 11430. All 
communications received on or before 
August 2.1979, will be considered before 
action is taken on the proposed 
amendment. The proposals contained in 
this notice may be changed in the light 
of comments received. All comments 
submitted will be available, both before 
and after the closing date for comments, 
in the Rules Docket for examination by 
interested persons. 

Availability of NPRM 

Any person may obtain a copy of this 
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM) 
by submitting a request to the Chief 
Airspace & Procedures Branch, AEA- 
530. Eastern Region, Federal Aviation 
Administration, Federal Building, 
Jamacia. New York 11430, or by calling 
(212) 995-3391. 

Communications must identify the 
docket number of this NPRM. Persons 
interested in being placed on a mailing 
list for future NPRMs should also 
request a copy of Advisory Circular No. 
11-2 which describes the application 
procedures. 


The Proposal 

The FAA is considering an 
amendment to Subpart G of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 
CFR Part 71) to designate an Orange, 

Va., transition area. The designated 
control airspace commencing at 700 feet 
agl out to 7 miles around the airport with 
a 7-mile wide and 2-mile deep extension 
to the southwest. 

The Proposed Amendment 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me, the Federal Aviation 
Administration proposes to amend 
Section 71.181 of Part 71 of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) as 
follows: 

1. Amend Section 71.181 of Part 71 of 
the Federal Aviation Regulations by 
designating an Orange, Va., 700-foot 
floor transition area as follows: 

Orange, Va. 

That airspace extending upward from 
700 feet above the surface within a 7- 
mile radius of the center, 38°14'44" N., 
78°02'50” W., of the Orange County 
Airport. Orange. Va., and within 3.5 
miles each side of the Gordonsville 
VORTAC, 020° radial, to 2 miles 
southwest of the radius circle excluding 
that area which lies within the 
Gordonsville, Va., transition area. 

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of 
1958 (72 Slat. 749: 49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and of 
Sec. 6(c) of the Department of Transportation 
Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)): and 14 CFR 11.65.) 

Note.—The FAA has determined that this 
document involves a proposed regulation 
which is not considered to be significant 
under the procedures and criteria prescribed 
by Executive Order 12044 and as 
implemented by interim Department of 
Transportation guidelines (43 FR 9582; March 
8,1978). 

Issued in )amaica, New York, on June 6, 
1979. 

Thomas C. Halloran, 

Acting Director, Eastern Region. 

[FR Doc. 79-10154 Filed S-20-79; ft45 am) 

BILUNG COOE 4910-1>-M 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
[16 CFR Part 131 
[File No. 8922] 

Beneficial Corp., et al.; Consent 
Agreement With Analysis To Aid 
Public Comment 

agency: Federal Trade Commission. 
action: Consent agreement. 

summary: In settlement of alleged 
violations of federal law prohibiting 


unfair acts and practices and unfair 
methods of competition, this consent 
agreement, accepted subject to final 
Commission approval, would require, 
among other things. Wilmington, Del., 
and Morristown, N.J., sellers of personal 
income tax preparation services to 
cease misrepresenting the terms and 
conditions of its guarantees, using the 
terms “instant tax refund", or 
“immediate tax refund", and 
misrepresenting the competence or 
ability of their tax preparing personnel, 
and misusing confidential information 
obtained from taxpayer customers. 

date: Comments must be received on or 
before August 20,1979. 

ADDRESS: Comments should be directed 
to: Office of the Secretary, Federal 
Trade Commission, 6th St. and 
Pennsylvania Ave. NW„ Washington, 
D.C. 20580. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

FTC/P, Albert H. Kramer, Washington. 
D.C. 20580, (202) 523-3727. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to section 6(f) of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, 38 Stat. 721,15 U.S.C. 
46 and § 3.25(f) of the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice (16 CFR 3.25(p), notice 
is hereby given that the following 
consent agreement containing a consent 
order to cease and desist and an 
explanation thereof, having been filed 
with and accepted, subject to final 
approval by the Commission, has been 
placed on the public record for a period 
of sixty (60) days. Public comment is 
invited. Such comments or views will be 
considered by the Commission and will 
be available for inspection and copying 
at its principal office in accordance with 
§ 4.9(b)(14) of the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice (16 CFR 4.9(b)(14)). 

United States of America. Before Federal 
Trade Commission, Agreement Containing 
Consent Order To Cease and Desist 

[Docket No. 8922] 

In the Matter of Beneficial Corporation, a 
corporation, and Beneficial Management 
Corporation, a corporation. 

Pursuant to the Rules of the Federal Trade 
Commission governing consent order 
procedure, the within agreement is entered 
into by and between Beneficial Corporation 
and Beneficial Management Corporation, and 
the Federal Trade Commission, each acting 
by and through their respective counsel. The 
provisions of this agreement are as follows: 

1. Respondent Beneficial Corporation is a 
corporation organized, existing and doing 
business under and by virtue of the laws of 
the State of Delaware, with its executive 
offices and principal place of business 
located at 1300 Market Street, Wilmington, 
Delaware. Respondent Beneficial Mangement 
Corporation is a corporation organized, 
existing and doing business under and by 
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virtue of the laws of the State of Delaware, 
with its executive offices and principal place 
of business located at 200 South Street. 
Morristown. New Jersey. 

2. Respondents have been served with the 
Commission's complaint charging it with 
violation of Section 5 of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act. together with a form of 
order the Commission believes warranted in 
the circumstances. 

3. Respondents admit all the jurisdictional 
facts set forth in the said copy of the 
complaint of the Commission. 

4. Respondents waive: 

(a) any further procedural steps; 

(b) the requirements that the Commission’s 
decision contain a statement of findings of 
fact and conclusions of law: and 

(c) all rights to seek judicial review or 
otherwise to challenge or contest the validity 
of the order entered pursuant to this 
agreement. 

5. This agreement shall not become part of 
the official record of the proceeding unless 
and until it is accepted by the Commission. If 
this agreement is accepted by the 
Commission, it will be placed on the public 
record for a period of sixty (60) days and 
information in respect thereto publicly 
released; and such acceptance may be 
withdrawn by the Commission if, within sixty 
(60) days after the acceptance, comments or 
views submitted to the Commission disclose 
facts or considerations which indicate that 
the order contained in the agreement is 
inappropriate, improper or inadequate. 

6. No agreement, understanding, 
representation or interpretation not contained 
in the order or this agreement may be used to 
vary or to contradict the terms of the order. 

7. This agreement is for settlement 
purposes only and does not constitute an 
admission by respondents that the law has 
been violated as alleged in the said complaint 
of the Commission issued in this proceeding. 

8. This agreement contemplates that, if it is 
accepted by the Commission, and if such 
acceptance is not subsequently withdrawn by 
the Commission pursuant to the provisions of 
Section 3.25(d) of the Commission's Rules, the 
Commission may, without further notice to 
respondents (1) issue its decision containing 
the following order to cease and desist in 
disposition of the proceedings, and (2) make 
information public in respect thereto. When 
so entered, the order to cease and desist shall 
have the same force and effect and shall 
become final and may be altered, modified, 
or set aside in the same manner and within 
the same time provided by statute for other 
orders. The order shall become final on 
service. Mailing of the decision containing 
the agreed-to order to respondents' address 
as stated in this agreement shall constitute 
service. Respondents waive any right they 
may have to any other manner of service. The 
complaint may be used in construing the 
terms of the order. 

9. Respondents have read the complaint 
and order contemplated hereby, and 
understand that once the order has been 
issued, they will be required to file one or 
more compliance reports showing that they 
have fully complied with the order and that 
they may be liable for a civil penalty of up to 


$10,000 for each violation of the order after it 
becomes final. 

10. Respondents agree to file with the 
Commission a report, within sixty (60) days 
after the effective date of this order, in 
writing, signed by respondents, setting forth 
in detail the manner and form of their 
compliance with the agreed-to order. 

11. The waiver as set forth in paragraph 4 
above is expressly contingent upon the 
Commission accepting the attached order. If 
the Commission declines to accept this order 
in the exact language as is presently set forth, 
or if such acceptance is later withdrawn as 
described in paragraph 5 above, and the 
parties refuse to accept any new Commission 
proposal, this Agreement shall be null and 
void and this matter shall be returned to 
adjudication for further proceedings. 

Order 

It is ordered, that respondents Beneficial 
Corporation and Beneficial Management 
Corporation, corporations, and their 
successors and assigns, and their officers, 
and respondents' agents, representatives and 
employees, directly or through any 
corporation, subsidiary, division or other 
device, in connection with the preparation of 
income tax returns or the extension of 
consumer credit in or affecting commerce, as 
"commerce” is defined in the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, do forthwith cease and 
desist from: 

1. Using the term "Instant Tax Refund" or 
"Immediate Tax Refund" or like phrases 
using words of similar import or meaning, 
unless such phrases include the word loan in 
immediate conjunction therewith and further 
the advertising includes language which 
clearly and conspicuously discloses that the 
loan being offered has no relationship with 
the individual's tax refund, and that such 
phrases refer to a loan which is "normal" 
"usual" "standard" or "regular" by using 
such terms or their equivalents, and that 
prospective borrowers will be expected to 
meet qualifications to borrow which are 
described in such material as "normal" 
"usual" "standard" or "regular" or words 
having the same or equivalent meaning. 

2. Using any guarantee without clearly and 
conspicuously disclosing the terms, 
conditions and limitations of any such 
guarantee; or misrepresenting, in any manner, 
the terms and conditions of any guarantee. 

3. Representing, directly or by implication, 
that respondents will reimburse their 
customers for any payments the customer 
may be required to make in addition to his 
initial tax payment, in instances where such 
additional payment results from an error by 
respondents in the preparation of the tax 
return; provided, however, that it shall be a 
defense in any enforcement proceeding for 
respondents to establish that they make such 
payments. 

4. Failing to disclose, clearly and 
conspicuously, whenever respondents make 
any representation, directly or by implication, 
as to their responsibility for. or obligation 
resulting from, errors attributable to 
respondents in the preparation of tax returns, 
that respondents will not reimburse the 
taxpayer for any deficiency payment which 


results from said errors, provided, however, 
that it shall be a defense in any enforcement 
proceeding for respondents to establish that 
they make such payments. 

5. Representing, directly or by implication, 
that the percentage of respondents' 
customers who receive tax refunds is 
demonstrably greater than the percentage of 
individual taxpayers at large who receive 
refunds: or misrepresenting, in any manner, 
the magnitude or frequency of refunds 
received by respondents’ tax preparation 
customers. 

6. Representing, directly or by implication, 
that respondents' tax preparing personnel are 
tax experts or unusually competent in the 
preparation of tax returns or the rendering of 
tax advice; or misrepresenting, in any 
manner, the competence or ability of 
respondents* tax preparing personnel. 

7. Using information concerning any 
customers or respondents, including the name 
and/or address of the customer, for any 
purpose which is not essential or necessary 
to the preparation of a tax return if such 
information was obtained by respondents as 
a result of the preparation of the customer's 
tax return which includes any information 
given by the customer after he has indicated, 
in any way. that he is interested in utilizing 
respondents' tax preparation services, unless 
prior to obtaining such information 
respondents have both (1) specifically 
requested from the customer the right to use 
the tax return information of the customer 
and (2) have executed a separate written 
consent signed by the customer which shall 
contain: 

A. Respondent’s name; 

B. The name of the customer 

C. The specific purpose for which the 
consent is being signed: 

D. The exact information which will be 
used: 

E. The particular use which will be made of 
such information: 

P. The parties or entities to whom the 
information will be made available: 

G. The date on which such consent is 
signed; 

H. A statement that the tax return 
information may not be used by the tax 
return preparer for any purpose other than 
that stated in the consent, and: 

I. A statement by the taxpayer that he 
consents to the use of such information for 
the specific purpose described in 
subparagraph (C) of this paragraph. 

Provided, however, that nothing herein 
shall prohibit respondents from using names 
and addresses only of customers for the 
purpose of communication with such 
customers solely concerning respondents’ 
income tax preparation business. 

Nothing in the above provision is intended 
to relieve respondents of any further 
requirements imposed on them by the 
Revenue Act of 1971, Pub. L 92-178, title III, 

§ 316(a), December 10,1971; 26 U.S.C. § 7216 
or regulations issued pursuant to it. 

It is further ordered that respondents 
herein shall forthwith distribute a copy of this 
Order to each office of their respective 
domestic consumer finance subsidiaries. 
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It is further ordered that respondents shall 
notify the Commission at least 30 days prior 
to any proposed change in the structure of the 
corporate respondents such as dissolution, 
assignment or sale resulting in the emergence 
of a successor corporation, the creation or 
dissolution of subsidiaries or any other 
change in the respondent corporations which 
may affect compliance obligations arising out 
of this Order. 

It is further ordered that respondents shall, 
within 60 days after the effective date of this 
Order, file with the Commission a written 
report, signed by respondents, setting forth in 
detail the manner and form of their 
compliance with this Order. 

Beneficial Corp. and Beneficial Management 
Corp., Docket 8922, Analysis of Proposed 
Consent Order To Aid Public Comment 

The Federal Trade Commission ha* 
provisionally accepted an agreement 
containing a consent order from Beneficial 
Corporation and Beneficial Management 
Corporation, ending litigation which began in 
1973 concerning the advertising and sale of 
the companies’ income tax preparation 
services. 

The proposed consent order has been 
placed on the public record for sixty (60) days 
for reception of comments by interested 
persons or groups. Any comments that are 
received during this period will become part 
of the public record. After sixty days the 
Commission will again review the agreement 
and the comments received and will then 
decide whether it should withdraw from the 
agreement or make final the agreement's 
proposed order. 

The complaint charged that the companies’ 
advertisements contained several deceptive 
claims. More particularly, the ads, through 
such phrases as “Instant Tax Refund,” 
represented that taxpayers to whom a refund 
was due from the Internal Revenue Service 
would obtain that refund at the time their 
returns were prepared. However, instead of a 
refund individuals were given a personal loan 
for which finance charges and other costs 
were charged. 

In addition, the ads misrepresented that the 
companies would reimburse the taxpayer for 
additional payments resulting from an error 
made by the companies in the preparation of 
the return. Further misrepresentations 
charged were that the companies’ 
representatives were specially trained and 
unusually competent in the preparation of tax 
returns and that the percentage of the 
companies’ customers who received refunds 
was greater than for the public at large. 

The complaint also charged that the 
companies' representatives entered into a 
relationship with the individuals for whom 
tax returns were prepared that was 
represented as being confidential and private 
in nature. The financial information provided 
to the companies’ representatives was to be 
used only in the preparation of the customer’s 
tax return. However, as charged in the 
complaint, the confidential financial 
information was reviewed by the companies’ 
representatives and was used as a basis for 
soliciting tax customers to accept an 


extension of consumer credit in the nature of 
a personal loan. 

Paragraph 1 of the consent order prohibits 
the companies from using terms such as 
"Instant Tax Refund” or “Immediate Tax 
Refund,” unless it is clearly and 
conspicuously disclosed that a usual loan is 
being offered which has no relationship with 
the individual’s tax refund, and that the 
prospective borrowers will be expected to 
meet usual qualifications. 

Paragraph 2 requires the companies to 
disclose the terms, conditions and limitations 
of all guarantees offered and to cease 
misrepresenting the terms and conditions of 
guarantees. 

Paragraph 3 prohibits the companies from 
claiming that their tax customers will be 
reimbursed for additional payments resulting 
from an error by the companies’ 
representatives. However, this claim can be 
made if the companies can establish that they 
make such payments. Paragraph 4 contains a 
related provision that requires the companies 
to disclose in conjunction with a 
reimbursement due to error claim that they 
will not reimburse the taxpayer for any 
"deficiency payment" resulting from errors. 
Once again, the companies can omit this 
disclaimer if they can establish that they 
make such payments. 

In Paragraph 5 the companies are 
prohibited from representing that the 
percentage of their tax customers receiving 
refunds is greater than the percentage of 
taxpayers generally receiving refunds. 

Paragraph 6 prohibits the companies from 
representing that their tax preparing 
personnel are “tax experts” or unusually 
competent in the preparation of tax returns. 

In general, the paragraph provides that the 
companies cannot misrepresent, in any 
manner, the competence or ability of 
respondent’s tax preparing personnel. 

Paragraph 7 prohibits the companies' 
representatives from using the financial 
information gathered in preparing a 
customer’s tax return for other purposes 
unless prior to receiving the information the 
representatives have specifically requested 
from the customer the right to use the 
information and have executed a specific 
written consent form signed by the customer 
which, among other things, contains the exact 
use that will be made of the information, the 
parties that will receive the information, and 
a statement that it will not be used for any 
other purpose than expressed in the consent. 

The consent further requires Beneficial 
Corporation and Beneficial Management 
Corporation to distribute the order to each of 
their respective domestic consumer finance 
subsidiaries; to notify the Commission of any 
change in the corporate respondents affecting 
compliance; and to file a compliance report 
within sixty (60) days of the effective date of 
the order. 

The purpose of this analysis is to facilitate 
the public comment on the proposed order 
and is not intended to constitute an official 


interpretation of the agreement and proposed 
order or to modify in any way their terms. 
Carol M. Thomas 

Secretory. 

|FR Doc. 79-10418 Filed 8-30-70, &45 un] 

BILLING CODE 6750-01-41 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration 

[23 CFR Part 1251] 

(Docket No. 79-10; Notice 1] 

State Highway Safety Agency 

agency; National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, Federal Highway 
Administration. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: The proposed rule would 
establish new requirements for the 
authority and function of State highway 
safety agencies. The goal of the 
proposed requirements is to improve the 
management of highway safety 
programs on a statewide basis by 
upgrading the role of the central 
highway safety agencies. 

DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before August 1 , 1979. The effective 
date proposed for the rule is October 1. 
1979. 

addresses: Comments should be 
addressed to Docket No. 79-10, Docket 
Section, National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration, 400 Seventh 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. 
Five copies are requested, but not 
required. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

George Reagle, Office of State Program 
Assistance, NTS-20, 400 Seventh Street, 
S.W.. Washington, D.C. 20590, 

Telephone 202-420-0068. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As 
originally enacted, the Highway Safety 
Act of 1966 (Pub. L 89-564) provided 
that the Governor of each State was to 
be responsible for the State’s highway 
safety programs. Without reducing the 
reasponsibility of the Governor, the 
thrust of amendments to the Act has 
been to direct the exercise of that 
responsibility through a State agency. 
The first step in this regard was taken in 
the Highway Safety Act of 1970, in 
which the responsibility of the Governor 
was to be exercised "through a State 
agency which shall have adequate 
powers and be suitably equipped and 
organized" to carry out the prOgrom 
(sec. 203. Public Law 91-605, 84 Stat. 
1741; 23 U.S.C. 402(b)(1)(A)). 
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In conjunction with the review of the 
Highway Safety Program Standards 
mandated by the Highway Safety Act of 
1976 (Public Law 94-364. 90 Stat. 451). 
the Department of Transportation 
submitted a report to Congress in which 
it pointed to the need for improvements 
in the status of the offices administering 
the State highway safety programs. In 
response to this report, and on the basis 
of its own examination of the highway 
safety program, the House Committee on 
Public Works and Transportation 
prepared an amendment to the State 
agency provisions of the Act. As 
enacted, this amendment made it clear 
that the State agency was to be a State 
highway safety agency (sec. 207(b)(1), 
Pulbic Law 95-599, 92 Stat. 2731). 

In explaining the addition of “safety” 
to the State agency requirement, the 
Committee dwelt at length on the need 
to have one central authority 
reaponsible for a State’s highway safety 
program. In the Committee’s view, the 
intent of the amendment was 

to insure that program responsibilities 
presently fragmented and diffused among 
several different State agencies are brought 
together and coordinated by a Single State 
agency with explicit authority for highway 
safety programs (H.R. Rep. No. 95-1485. at 49) 

With this intent in mind, but mindful 
of the States’ prerogatives in ordering 
their institutions, the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA) 
and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) are hereby 
proposing to replace the existing orders 
on State agencies with a new rule, to be 
incorporated into title 23, Code of 
Federal Regulations, as Part 1251. State 
Highway Safety Agency. 

The proposed rule sets forth the 
authority that the State Highway Safety 
Agency must be given and specifies the 
functions that it must perform. 

Under section 3. Authority, the 
highway safety agency would have 
authority to coordinate highway safety 
programs in the State, and would have 
authority to coordinate the highway 
safety programs of other State agencies, 
regardless of funding source. It would 
also have authority to provide technical 
assistance in highway safety to other 
State agencies and political 
subdivisions. 

Under section 4, Functions, the 
highway safety agency would perform 
the functions necessary for the effective 
operation of a highway safety program. 

It must be able to plan, to build the 
plans into a program, carry out the 
program, monitor the program during its 
lifetime, and evaluate the results. 


Note— The National Highway Traffic 
Safety Administration and the Federal 
Highway Administration have determined 
that the regulation proposed by this notice is 
a nonsignificant regulation under the 
regulatory policies and procedures 
established by the Department of 
Transportation (44 FR 11034). 

(23 U.S.C. 402; delegations at 49 CFR 1.48 and 
1.50) 

Issued on June 13.1979. 

Howard Anderson, 

Associate Administrator for Safety. Federal 
High way Administration. 

Kenneth W. Heathington, 

Associate Administrator for Traffic Safety 
Programs, National Highway Traffic Safety 
Administration. 

It is proposed to add Part 1251 to Title 
23 CFR to read as follows; 

PART 1251—STATE HIGHWAY 
SAFETY AGENCY 

Sec. 

1251.1 Purpose. 

1251.2 Policy. 

1251.3 Authority. 

1251.4 Functions. 

Authority: 23 U.S.C. 402; Delegations at 49 
CFR 1.48 and 1.50. 

§ 1251.1 Purpose. 

The purpose of this Part is to establish 
requirements for the authority and 
function of a State Highway Safety 
Agency to manage each State’s highway 
safety program. 

§1251.2 Policy. 

Each State shall establish a State 
Highway Safety Agency as required by 
this Part, either by legislation or by 
Executive Order. 

§1251.3 Authority. 

Each State shall confer the following 
authority on the State Highway Safety 
Agency: 

(a) The Agency shall be authorized to 
coordinate the planning, development, 
implementation, and evaluation of 
highway safety programs in the State. It 
should carry out this coordination by 
reviewing and commenting on highway 
safety programs prior to implementation 
of the programs by the operating State 
agencies, regardless of funding source. 

(b) The Agency shall be authorized to 
provide technical and managerial 
assistance to other State agencies and to 
political subdivisions in their highway 
safety programs. 

§ 1251.4 Functions. 

Each State Highway Safety Agency 
shall perform the following functions: 

(a) Planning, to include analyzing data 
and identifying highway safety 
problems; preparing the State’s Highway 


Safety Plan in accordance with FHWA/ 
NHTSA directives; ensuring that data 
requirements for planning and 
evaluation have been defined and that 
methods are developed for acquiring 
data; and assisting in the development 
of planning capabilities at the State and 
local levels. 

(b) Programming, to include 
negotiating with State and local 
agencies to develop detailed tasks and 
to refine the goals, objectives and 
evaluation plans associated with these 
tasks for inclusion in the State's 
Highway Safety Plan; entering into 
agreements on behalf of the State for 
highway safety projects funded through 
the 402 Program; and assisting State and 
local agencies in developing contractual 
agreements. 

(c) Implementation, to include 
operating the program and providing 
assurance that tasks meet the objectives 
established in the State's Highway 
Safety Plan. 

(d) Monitoring and Review, to include 
monitoring of each task and program, 
through the establishment of a system 
which provides: 

(1) program monitoring criteria, 
schedules, and responsibilities; 

(2) program reporting requirements; 
and 

(3) internal and grantee fiscal 
controls, including assurance for the 
audit of expenditures by State and local 
agencies of Federal highway safety 
funds. 

(e) Evaluation, to include provisions 
and criteria for administrative and 
impact evaluations at the project and 
program module levels. Such evaluation 
must provide for the determination of 
the State’s highway safety program 
performance and achievement by; 

(1) planning for evaluation at both the 
program and project level. 

(2) developing administrative and 
impact evaluation criteria and 
methodology, including the application 
of practical evaluation techniques and 
approaches. 

(f) Collect statistics and other data 
relevant to highway safety in the State 
as required by the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration or the 
Federal Highway Administration. 

|FR Doo 78-19273 Filrd 6-20-79; &45 am) 

BILLING COOE 4910-59-W 
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Coast Guard 
[33 CFR Part 117] 

[CGD 79-088] 

Drawbridge Operation Regulations; 
Mission Creek and Islais Creek, CA 

agency: Coast Guard, DOT. 
action: Proposed rule. 

summary: At the request of the City and 
County of San Francisco, the Coast 
Guard is considering revising the 
regulations for the Third Street and 
Fourth Street bridges across Mission 
Creek, and the Third Street bridge 
across Islais Creek to require at least 30 
minutes notice at all times. The draws 
presently open on signal. This proposal 
is being made because of limited 
requests for openings. This action will 
relieve the bridge owner of the burden 
of having a person constantly available 
to open the draw while still providing 
for the reasonable needs of navigation. 
date: Comments must be received on or 
before July 23.1979. 

ADDRESS: Comments should be 
submitted to and are available for 
examination at the office of the 
Commander (oan), Twelfth Coast Guard 
District, 630 Sansome Street. San 
Francisco, CA 94126. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Frank L. Teuton, Jr. Chief, Drawbridge 
Regulations Branch (G-WBR/73). Room 
7300, Nassif Building, 400 Seventh 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20590 
(202-426-0942). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Interested persons are invited to 
participate in this proposed rule making 
by submitting written views, comments, 
data or arguments. Persons submitting 
comments should include their name 
and address, identify the bridge, and 
give reasons for concurrence with or any 
recommended change in the proposal. 

The Commander, Twelfth Coast 
Guard District, will forward any 
comments received with his 
recommendations to the Chief, Office of 
Marine Environment and Systems, U.S. 
Coast Guard Headquarters, Washington. 
D.C., who will evaluate all 
communications received and 
recommend a course of final action to 
the Commandant on this proposal. The 
proposed regulations may be changed in 
the light of comments received. 

Drafting Information 

The principal persons involved in 


drafting this proposal are: Frank L. 
Teuton, ]r., Project Manager, Office of 
Marine Environment and Systems, and 
Coleman Sachs, Project Attorney, Office 
of Chief Counsel. 

Discussion of the Proposed Regulations 

This proposal is being considered due 
to limited requests for openings at the 
bridges concerned. A four and one-half 
year average for the openings of the 
Third Street, Mission Creek bridge was 
85 per month (or three per day); the 
Fourth Street bridge acoss Mission 
Creek was opened an average of 55 
times per month (or two per day); and 
the Third Street bridge across Islais 
Creek was opened 36 times per month or 
a little over one each day. The Coast 
Guard feels that this request has merit 
and is hereby soliciting comments from 
the affected and interested public. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed that Part 117 of Title 33 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations be 
amended by revising § 117.712(f) to read 
as follows: 

PART 117—DRAWBRIDGE 
OPERATION REGULATIONS 

§ 117.712 Tributaries of San Francisco 
Bay and San Pablo Bay, CA. 

• * * * • 

(f) Channel Street (China Basin, 
Mission Creek) and Islais Creek bridges. 

(1) The draws of the Third Street and 
Fourth Street bridges across Channel 
Street (Mission Creek), and the Third 
Street bridge across Islais Creek shall 
open on signal if at least 30 minutes 
notice is given by either telephone or - 
radiotelephone. 

(2) A copy of the regulations in this 
subsection shall be conspicuously 
posted on both the upstream and 
downstream sides of these bridges in 
such a manner that it can be easily read 
at any time. This copy shall state to 
whom notice shall be given. 

# * • • • 

(Sec. 5. 28 Stat. 362, as amended, sec. 6(g)(2), 
80 Stat. 937; 33 U.S.C. 499. 49 U.S.C. 

1655(g)(2); 49 CFR 1.46(c)(5).) 

Dated: June 13.1979. 

R. H. Scarborough, 

Vice Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Acting 
Commandant. 

|FR Doc. 79-19386 Filed 6-20-79:8:45 am! 

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

[40 CFR Part 52] 

[FRL 1254-8) 

California Plan Revision; San Diego 
County Air Pollution Control District 
Air Pollution Emergency Episode 
Regulations 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 

summary: The San Diego County Air 
Pollution Control District (APCD) has 
adopted changes to rules concerning air 
pollution emergency episodes. The 
intended effect of these rules is to 
prevent air pollution concentrations 
from reaching levels which could 
endanger or cause significant harm to 
the public's health. These rules have 
been submitted to the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) by the 
California Air Resources Board (ARB) 
for the purpose of revising the California 
State Implementation Plan (SIP). EPA 
proposes to approve portions of the SIP 
revision and to promulgate regulations 
where deficiencies are found. EPA 
invites public comments on these rules, 
especially as to their consistency with 
the Clean Air Act. Those wishing to 
request a public hearing may do so by 
writing to the address listed below. A 
public hearing will be scheduled if 
significant interest is demonstrated. 
dates: Comments or requests for a 
public hearing may be submitted up to 
August 20,1979. 

addresses: Comments or requests for a 
public hearing may be sent to: Regional 
Administrator, Attn: Air & Hazardous 
Materials Division, Air Technical 
Branch, Technical Analysis Section (A- 
4-3), Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region IX. 215 Fremont Street, San 
Francisco, CA 94105. 

The EPA Region IX Office has 
established a rulemaking Docket, "Air 
Pollution Emergency Episode Plans", 
9A-79-5, containing all information on 
which the proposed rulemaking relies, 
which is available for public inspection 
during normal business hours at the EPA 
Region IX Office at the above address 
and at the following location: 

EPA Central Docket Section. Room 2903 B, 
Waterside Mall. 401 "M" Street. S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 
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Copies of Regulation VIII, “San Diego 
Air Pollution Emergency Plan”, and 
EPA's “Evaluation Report and Technical 
Support Document” are available for 
public inspection during normal 
business hours at the EPA Region IX 
Office at the above address and at the 
following locations: 

San Diego County Air Pollution Control 
District. 9150 Chesapeake Drive, San Diego. 
CA 92123. 

California Air Resources Board. 1102 *‘Q” 
Street. P.O. Box 2815, Sacramento. CA 
95814. 

Public Information Reference Unit. Room 
2922 (EPA Library). 401 “M” Street. S.W., 
Washington. D.C. 20480. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Charlotte Hopper, Acting Chief. 
Technical Analysis Section. Air 
Technical Branch, Air & Hazardous 
Materials Division. EPA, Region IX, 215 
Fremont Street, San Francisco. CA 
94105, (415) 556-2002. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION! 

Background 

Section 110(a) of the Clean Air Act 
requires that a SIP contain an air 
pollution emergency episode plan. 40 
CFR 51.16, “Prevention of air pollution 
emergency episodes”, specifies the 
minimum requirements for the content of 
a plan, which must include provisions 
for taking any emission control actions 
necessary to prevent ambient pollution 
concentrations from reaching levels 
which could cause significant harm to 
the health of persons. The Significant 
Harm Level (SHL) is defined for six 
pollutants: photochemical oxidants, 
sulfur dioxide, particulate matter, sulfur 
dioxide combined with particulate 
matter, carbon monoxide and nitrogen 
dioxide. 

The original SIP submitted by the 
California ARB on February 21.1972. 
failed to meet the requirements specified 
in 40 CFR 51.16. Therefore, on May 31. 
1972 (37 FR 10851), EPA disapproved the 
emergency episode plan portion of the 
California SIP. In November 1973, the 
California ARB adopted a revised 
episode plan, which was submitted to 
EPA on February 6.1974. EPA proposed 
conditional approval of this SIP revision 
on June 26.1974 (39 FR 23069), but this 
proposal was never finalized. 

In March 1975, the California Lung 
Association and others commenced a 
citizen suit against EPA and the 
California ARB requesting the U.S. 
District Court for the Central District of 
California to order EPA to promulgate 
and enforce an emergency episode plan 
for the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) of 
California [California Lung Association 
et at. v . Train, Civil No. 75-1044-WPG). 
According to an agreed upon schedule, 


EPA and the ARB worked together 
towards Federal approval of an 
emergency episode plan for the SCAB. 

On April 12, 1976 (41 FR 15237), EPA 
approved, as a revision to the SIP. 
California's October 21,1975 Air 
Pollution Emergency Plan (State 
Guideline) for three pollutants: 
photochemical oxidants, sulfur dioxide, 
and carbon monoxide. Missing from this 
revised plan were provisions for 
episodes involving nitrogen dioxide, 
particulate matter, and sulfur dioxide 
and particulate matter combined, 
although these provisions are required 
by 40 CFR 51.16. On June 27,1977. 
pursuant to plaintiff California Lung 
Association's motion, the Court ordered 
EPA to certify that the emergency 
episode plan approved on April 12,1976 
was fully adequate under the law in all 
respects (i.e., contained episode plans 
for all six pollutants), or to withdraw 
such approval (California Lung 
Association et al. v. Costle Civil No. 75- 
1044-WPG). The EPA Administrator 
responded to this order with an affidavit 
dated July 6.1977. which stated that 
since the Agency’s April 12,1976 
approval of the plan applied only to the 
three pollutants specifically set forth 
therein. EPA concluded, in accordance 
with the Court’s order, that the plan was 
not fully complete. Consequently, on 
August 11.1977 (42 FR 40695), EPA 
rescinded the prior approval and 
reinstated the disapproval of the 
emergency episode plan portion of the 
California SIP. 

On March 24, 1977, the ARB adopted a 
revised State Guideline which was 
submitted to EPA as a revision to the 
SIP on June 1,1977. On August 8,1977, 
the EPA Administrator submitted a 
second affidavit as required by the 
Court, concerning this recent submittal, 
stating that EPA intended to approve 
most of the State Guideline for use by 
the Air Pollution Control Districts 
(APCDs) in developing episode plans. 
Subsequently. EPA developed a 
supplement to the State Guideline to 
correct deficiencies noted in that 
document (43 FR 60929). The August 8. 
1977 affidavit was then followed by a 
Joint Stipulation of Settlement, signed on 
December 5,1977 by counsels for the 
Administrator and for the California 
Lung Association. Among other things, 
this Stipulation contained an agreement 
that by June 8.1980. EPA would review 
the emergency episode regulations of 42 
APCDs in the State of California, 
approving or promulgating regulations 
as necessary. This Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking and its associated 
documents carry out part of the actions 
called for in the December 5.1977 Joint 


Stipulation of Settlement, relating to the 
San Diego County APCD. 

Summary of Regulation VIII—San Diego 
Air Pollution Emergency Plan 

On May 25.1977, the San Diego 
County APCD adopted a revised 
Regulation VIII, “San Diego Air 
Pollution Emergency Plan” (hereon 
referred to as “Regulation VIII”), which 
was submitted to EPA as a revision to 
the SIP by the California ARB on 
October 13,1977. The District's complete 
plan consists of Regulation VIII (Rules 
126-138 and Appendix A), the 
Stationary Source Curtailment Plan 
developed pursuant to Rule 131, the 
Traffic Abatement Plan developed 
pursuant to Rule 132, and the 
Administration Procedures developed 
pursuant to Rule 137. The District’s Plan 
sets forth the actions to be taken by 
industry, business, commercial and 
governmental establishments, the 
public, and the San Diego County APCD 
to prevent the oxidant (OJ and carbon 
monoxide (CO) air pollution 
concentrations from reaching levels 
which could endanger or cause 
significant harm to the public’s health. 
These actions include: monitoring of air 
quality and meteorological conditions: 
episode prediction, declaration and 
public notification; development and 
implementation of stationary source 
curtailment and traffic abatement plans 
prepared by certain large industrial, 
business, commercial and governmental 
establishments; inspection of sources for 
compliance purposes; interdistrict 
coordination and implementation of 
other abatement actions by the District's 
Air Pollution Control Officer (APCO). 
The abatement actions specified in 
Regulation VIII are initiated at three 
separate stages, depending on the 
severity of the existing or predicted O, 
or CO air pollution concentration levels. 
At each episode stage, curtailment of 
stationary source and mobile emissions 
is required, with more stringent 
abatement actions specified as the air 
pollution concentration level increases 
or is predicted to increase. 

EPA’s Proposed Approval of Regulation 
VIII and Replacement Regulations 

Regulation VIII was evaluated by 
comparison to 40 CFR 51.16, which sets 
forth the minimum Federal requirements 
for an approvable emergency episode 
plan. This evaluation is detailed in an 
“Evaluation Report and Technical 
Support Document”. EPA proposes to 
approve those rules of Regulation VIII 
which fulfill in part, the requirements of 
40 CFR 51.18. These rules are as follows: 
Rule 126. Applicability 
Rule 127. Episode Criteria (except for the 12- 

hour Averaging Time CO criteria) 

Rule 128. Episode Declaration 
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Rule 129. Episode Termination 

Rule 130. Episode Actions 

Rule 131, Stationary Source Curtailment Plan 

Rule 132, Traffic Abatement Plan 

Rule 133, Schools 

Rule 134, Source Inspection 

Rule 135, Air Monitoring Stations 

Rule 136. Interdistrict and Interbasin 

Coordination 

Rule 137, Emergency Action Committee 
Rule 138, Procedures and Plans 
Appendix A, Persons to be Notified on 

Episode Declaration 

Because not all of the Federal 
requirements of 40 CFR 51.16 are 
satisfied by Regulation VIII, EPA will 
propose regulations to correct the 
deficiencies. The plan deficiencies and 
the EPA proposed replacement 
regulations are as follows: 

Rule 127—Episode Criteria Levels 

EPA, in 40 CFR 51.10, has defined CO 
SHLs for 1-. 4-, and 8-hour periods. Rule 
127, however, only specifies CO episode 
criteria levels for 1- and 12-hours. EPA 
is therefore proposing 4- and 8-hour CO 
criteria levels to supplement the existing 
1-hour level specified in Rule 127, and 
will take no action on the 12-hour CO 
level in Rule 127. EPA is also proposing 
that the episode actions applicable to 
the 1-hour CO criteria level in Rule 127, 
also apply to the proposed 4- and 8- 
hour CO criteria levels. 

Rule 134—Source Inspection 

Rule 134 provides for inspection of 
stationary sources subject to mandatory 
curtailment actions, but it does not 
provide for inspection of large 
industrial, business, commercial and 
governmental establishments which 
attract large numbers of motor vehicles 
and which are subject to mandatory 
traffic abatement measures. EPA is 
therefore proposing a regulation which 
will insure the inspection of these 
establishments to ascertain compliance 
with applicable emission control action 
requirements, as mandated by CFR 
51.16(e)(2). 

Provisions for a TSP Episode Plan 

Since San Diego County APCD is 
located in a region which is designated 
as Priority II (40 CFR 52.221) for 
particulate matter (TSP), a contingency 
plan is required by 40 CFR 51.16(g) 
which must: (1) specify two or more 
stages of episode criteria, and (2) 
provide for public announcement at any 
episode stage. Regulation VIII is 
deficient in that it does not address TSP 
in its emergency plan. EPA intends to 
correct this deficiency by proposing a 


TSP contingency plan in this Notice 
which will provide for all measures 
necessary to fulfill the Federal 
requirements for Priority II regions. 

In summary, the EPA proposals are 
based on an evaluation of Regulation 
VIII (Rules 126-138 and Appendix A), 
the Stationary Source Curtailment Plan 
developed pursuant to Rule 131, the 
Traffic Abatement Plan developed 
pursuant to Rule 132, and the 
Administration Procedures developed 
pursuant to Rule 137, of Regulation VIII. 

In proposing additional requirements 
or provisions, EPA has used Regulation 
VIII as a procedural guide for ease in 
understanding the regulatory section of 
this Federal Register notice. Therefore, 
the terminology and general procedural 
details are consistent with Regulation 
VIII. 

Under Section 110 of the Clean Air 
Act as amended, and 40 CFR Part 51, the 
Administrator is required to approve or 
disapprove the regulations submitted as 
revisions to the SIP. The Regional 
Administrator hereby issues this notice 
setting forth these revisions, including 
rule deletions caused thereby, as 
proposed rulemaking and advises the 
public that interested persons may 
participate by submitting written 
comments to the Region IX Office. 
Comments received on or before August 
20,1979 will be considered. Comments 
received will be available for public 
inspection at the EPA Region IX Office 
and the EPA Central Docket Section. 

The Administrator's decision to 
approve or disapprove the proposed 
revisions will be based on the comments 
received and on a determination 
whether the amendments meet the 
requirements of section 110(a)(2) of the 
Clean Air Act and 40 CFR Part 51, 
Requirements for Preparation, Adoption, 
and Submittal of State Implementation 
Plans. 

(Sections 110 and 301(a) of the Clean Air Act 
as amended (42 U.S.C. 7410 and 7601(a)).) 

Dated: June 8,1979. 

Paul DeFalco, Jr., 

Regional Administrator. 

Subpart F of Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 
40, of the Code of Federal Regulations is 
proposed to be amended as follows: 

Subpart F—California 

1. Section 52.220 is amended by 


adding paragraph (c)(41)(ii)(D) as 
follows: 

§ 52.220 Identification of plan. 
***** 

(c) • * * 

(41) * * * 

(ii) * * * 

(D) Regulation VIII, Rules 126-138 and 
Appendix A, except as these rules apply 
to the 12-hour carbon monoxide episode 
criteria specified in Rule 127. 

* * * * * 

2. Section 52.274 is amended by 
adding paragraphs (a)(7), (q), (r) and (s) 
as follows: 

§ 52.274 California Air Pollution 
Emergency Plan. 

( a ) * * * 

(7) San Diego County APCD. 
***** 

(q) The requirements of § 51.16 of this 
chapter are met in the San Diego County 
APCD with the following exceptions: 
there are no 4- and 8-hour carbon 
monoxide episode criteria levels; there 
is no provision to insure the inspection 
of large facilities or operations which 
are subject to mandatory traffic 
abatement measures to ascertain 
compliance with applicable emission 
control action requirements; and there is 
no contingency plan for particulate 
matter episodes. 

(r) Regulations for prevention of 
carbon monoxide (CO) and oxidant (Ox) 
air pollution emergency episodes within 
the San Diego County APCD. 

(1) The requirements of this paragraph 
are applicable in the San Diego County 
APCD. 

(2) For the purposes of this regulation 
the following definitions apply: 

(i) "Administrator" means die 
Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency or his authorized 
representative. 

(ii) "Regulation VIII" in this paragraph 
means Regulation VIII, San Diego Air 
Pollution Emergency Plan, adopted May 
25,1977 and submitted to the 
Environmental Protection Agency as a 
revision to the California State 
Implementation Plan by the California 
Air Resources Board on October 13, 

1977. 

(iii) "ppm" means parts per million by 
volume. (3) For the purposes of this 
regulation, the following episode criteria 
shall apply: 


PoNutam 



Averaging time 

Stage 1 

Stage 2 

Stage 3 

Carbon monoxide (CO). 

— 

— 

_ 4 Hours- 

8 hours- 

25 ppm 

15 ppm 

45 ppm 

30 ppm 

60 ppm 

40 ppm 
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(4) The provisions of San Diego 
County APCD’s Regulation VIII and 
Appendix A. as submitted on October 
13,1977, relating to CO episodes 
averaged over 1 hour shall apply to CO 
episodes averaged over 4 and 8 hours, 
except that the Administrator shall 
provide for declaration, notification, 
source inspections, and termination of 
such episodes. 

(5) In the event of a second- or third- 
stage episode for O* or for CO, the 
Administrator shall ensure the 
inspection of large facilities or 
operations listed under Rule 132(b) of 
Regulation VIII which are subject to 
mandatory traffic abatement measures 
pursuant to Rule 130 of Regulation VIII 
during the time curtailment is required 
in order to assure compliance and to 
determine effects of compliance. 

(8) Regulation for the prevention of 
particulate matter (TSP) air pollution 
emergency episodes. 


(1) The requirements of this paragraph 
are applicable in the San Diego County 
APCD. 

(2) For the purposes of this regulation 
the following definitions apply: 

(i) “Administrator” means the 
Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency or his authorized 
representative. 

(ii) “Regulation VUT in this paragraph 
means Regulation VIII, San Diego Air 
Pollution Emergency Plan, adopted May 
25.1977 and submitted to the 
Environmental Protection Agency as a 
revision to the California State 
Implementation Plan by the California 
Air Resources Board on October 13, 

1977. 

(iii) “p-gm" 3 ’* means micrograms per 
cubic meter. 

(3) For the purposes of this regulation, 
the following criteria shall apply: 


Potlutant 

Averaging time 

Stage 1 

Stage 2 

Stage 3 

Parbcutate manor (TSP). 

. 24 hours. 

375 figm-* 

625 M gm-* 

875 ngm- * 




(4) Whenever it is determined that 
any episode level specified in 
paragraph(s) (3) of this section is 
predicted to be attained or has been 
attained, and is expected to remain at 
such levels for 12 or more hours or 
increase, the existence of the 
appropriate episode level and the 
location of the source and receptor 
areas shall be declared. 

(5) Whenever the available scientific 
and meteorological data indicate that 
any episode level declared by 
paragraph(s) (3) of this section is no 
longer occurring and is not predicted to 
immediately increase again to episode 
levels, such episode shall be declared 
terminated. 

(6) The following shall be notified 
whenever a TSP episode is predicted, 
attained, or terminated: 

(i) Public officials. 

(ii) Public health, safety, and 
emergency agencies. 

(iii) News media. 

(iv) The general public. 
***** 

|FR Doc. 79-19414 Filed B-2()-7fc 8:45 am] 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[47 CFR Part 901 

(PR Docket No. 79-142; RM-3125; FCC 79- 
341J 

Expanding the Secondary Use of 
Base/Mobile Frequencies in the 450- 
470 MHz Band To Permit the Operation 
of Narrow-Band, Multi-Channel Fixed 
Stations 

agency: Federal Communications 
Commission. 

action: Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making. 

summary: The FCC proposes rules 
which would expand the scope of 
permissible fixed point-to-point 
operations in the 450-470 MHz band to 
include narrow band, multi-channel 
stations. 

dates: Comments must be received on 
or before August 21,1979 and Reply 
Comments must be received on or 
before September 20,1979. 

ADDRESSES: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Eugene C. Bowler, Private Radio Bureau 
(202) 632-6497. 

In the matter of amendment of Part 90 


of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations to expand the secondary use 
of base/mobile frequencies in the 450- 
470 MHz band to permit the operation of 
narrow-band, multi-channel fixed 
stations: Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making. 

Adopted: June 7,1979. 

Released: June 14.1979. 

By the Commission: Commissioners 
Washburn, Fogarty and Jones absent. 

1. Farinon Electric (Farinon) has 
petitioned for amendment of Part 90 of 
the rules to expand the fixed point-to- 
point communications capability which 
is permitted, on a secondary basis, in 
the 450-470 MHz band—a band 
allocated primarily to satisfy land 
mobile communications requirements. In 
support of this request, Farinon points 
out that over the years it has been our 
policy to recognize the public interest in 
allowing a secondary, fixed use of this 
band in rural and remote areas. Farinon 
also notes that, if we were to permit the 
operation of narrow-band, multi-channel 
fixed stations in this band, it would 
provide an economical and practical 
communications alternative to broad¬ 
band systems in those areas of the 
country where the sophistication of 
microwave is not needed. 

2. Farinon has been supported in its 
petition by the Assosication of 
American Railroads (AAR), Forest 
Industries Telecommunications (FIT), 
and the American Association of State 
Highway and Transportation Officials 
(ASHTO). Its petition has been opposed 
by the Associated Public-Safety 
Communications Officers, Inc. (APCO) 
and the Utilities Telecommunications 
Council (UTC). 

3. As UTC and APCO have pointed 
out in their opposing comments, 

Farinon’s request raises questions both 
as to the difficulty of coordinating fixed 
and land mobile operations in this band, 
and the expense which would be 
entailed, if such fixed systems were 
required to move because of destructive 
interference. AAR on the other hand has 
explained, in detail, its members* needs 
for such systems, and it has been 
supported by FIT and ASHTO. In 
balance, we believe that Farinon’s 
petition has merit in that it would satisfy 
an existing need for a narrow-band, 
fixed system in areas of the country 
where the sophistication of broad-band 
microwave is not needed, but where 
there are requirements for a greater 
fixed point-to-point capability than is 
now allowed by our rules. Also, these 
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systems would operate in areas in which 
land mobile use of this spectrum is 
relatively light. We are, therefore, 
proposing to amend the rules as set forth 
in the attached Appendix to permit 
expanded fixed operations in the 450- 
470 MHz band. The rules propose 
permitting the operation of narrow¬ 
band, multi-channel stations on a 
secondary basis on three contiguous 25 
kHz channels in the 450-470 MHz band. 

4. APCO noted in its comments, 
however, that these systems do have 
some potential for inhibiting the 
expansion of land mobile systems into 
rural and remote areas. It also pointed 
out that its members, for the most part, 
do not have system configuration 
requirements which demand such a 
capability. In consideration of these 
points, the Commission proposes 
confining the operations of these fixed 
systems to those frequencies in the band 
which are allocated for Industrial and 
Land Transportation radio systems. 
Eligibles in either of these services, if 
final rules are adopted, would be 
authorized to operate “light route” fixed 
systems on frequencies allocated for 
either's use, but we would not authorize 
the operation of narrow-band, multi¬ 
channel stations on frequencies 
assigned to the Public Safety and 
Special Emergency Radio Services. 

5. Authority for the proposed 
amendments is contained in Sections 
4(i) and 303(r) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, pursuant to 
applicable procedures set forth in 

§ 1.415 of the Commission’s Rules, 
interested parties may file comments on 
or before August 21,1979, and reply 
comments on or before September 20, 
1979. Relevant and timely comments and 
reply comments will be considered by 
the Commission before final action is 
taken in this proceeding. In reaching its 
decision, the Commission may take into 
consideration information and ideas not 
contained in the comments, provided 
that such information or a writing 
indicating the nature and source of such 
information is placed in the public file, 
and provided that the fact of the 
Commission’s reliance on such 
information is noted in the Report and 
Order. 

6. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.419 of the Commission’s Rules, 
and original and five copies of all 
statements, briefs, or comments shall be 
furnished the Commission. Responses 
will be available for public inspection 
during regular business hours in the 
Commission’s Public Reference Room at 
its headquarters in Washington, D.C. 
20554. 

7. For further information concerning 
this rule making, contact Eugene C. 


Bowler, Rules Division, Private Radio 
Bureau, Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20554, 
(202) 632-6497. 

Federal Communications Commission. 
William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary. 

Part 90 of the Commission’s Rules and 
Regulations is amended as follows. 

1. Section 90.207 is amended by the 
addition of new subparagraph (1) to 
read as follows. 

§ 90.207 Types of emissions, 

(a) - 

(1) For narrow band multi-channel 
fixed systems that may be authorized in 
accordance with Section 90.261 F9 
emission will be authorized 
***** 

2. Section 90.209 is amended by 
inserting new subparagraph (b)(5) and 
renumbering the existing subparagraphs 
to read: 

§ 90.209 Bandwidth limitations. 

* * * * * 

(b) (4) * * * 

(5) For all F9 emission on frequencies 
in the 450-470 MHz Band, the maximum 
authorized bandwidth shall be 75 kHz. 

(6) The maximum authorized 
bandwidth shall be 25 MHz in the 
frequency band 10,550-10,680 MHz and 
50 MHz in the frequency bands above 
16,000 MHz. 

(7) For all other types of emissions the 
maximum authorized bandwidth shall 
not be more than that normally 
authorized for voice operations. 
***** 

3. Section 90.211 is amended by new 
language in subparagraphs (c) and (d) to 
read as follows. 

§ 90.211 Modulation requirements. 

(a) ** * 

***** 

(c) Each transmitter shall be equipped 
with a device which automatically 
prevents modulation in excess of that 
specified in the subpart which may be 
caused by greater than normal audio 
level. This requirement shall not be 
applicable to transmitters authorized to 
operate as mobile stations with a 
maximum output power of 2 watts or 
less, or to transmitters operating in 
narrow band multi-channel fixed 
systems in accordance with Section 
90.261. 

(d) Except as provided for in 
paragraph (g) of this section, each 
transmitter in the frequency ranges 25 to 
50. 72.0 to 73.0, 75.4 to 76.150.8 to 174, 
450 to 512, 806 to 821. and 851 to 866 
MHz which is equipped with a 
modulation limiter in accordance with 
paragraph (c) of this section shall be 


equipped with an audio low-pass filter. 
Such filter shall be installed between 
the modulation limiter and the 
modulated stage and shall meet the 
specifications contained in paragraph 

(e) or (f) of this section. The provisions 
of this paragraph do not apply to 
transmitters operating in narrow band 
mult-channel fixed systems and to 
transmitters of licensed radio systems 
operating wholly within the limits of one 
or more of the territories or possessions 
of the United States or Alaska, or 
Hawaii, except those systems operating 
in the frequency ranges 806 to 821 MHz 
and 851 to 866 MHz. 

• * * * • 

4. Section 90.233 is amended by the 
addition of new language to 
subparagraph (b) to read as follows. 

§ 90.233 Secondary base/mobile non¬ 
voice signaling operations. 
***** 

(b) Maximum duration of a 
transmission for each distinct non-voice 
message, including automatic repeat of 
the message, may not exceed 2 seconds. 
There must be a break in the carrier 
between each such transmission. 
However, the transmissions of narrow 
band multi-channel fixed systems may 
be continuous. 

***** 

5. Section 90.261 is amended by 
modifying the introductory language to 
read as follows. 

§ 90.261 Assignment and use of 
frequencies in the band 450-470 MHz for 
fixed operations. 

The following frequencies may be 
assigned for fixed operations, on a 
secondary basis to land mobile 
operations, to eligibles in the services 
indicated. All such use of these 
frequencies for fixed systems is limited 
to locations 85 or more miles (136,79 or 
more km) from the center of any 
urbanized area of 600,000 or more 
population, except that the distance may 
be 65 miles (104.6 km), if the output 
power does not exceed 20 watts. All 
such fixed systems, except those 
authorized F9 emission to operate 
narrow band multi-channel fixed 
systems on Industrial and Land 
Transportation frequencies are limited 
to a maximum of two frequencies. All 
fixed systems must employ directional 
antennas with a front-to-back ration of 
at least 15 db. For two-frequency 
systems, the separation between 
transmit-receive frequencies is 5 MHz. 
Fixed stations located more than 136 km 
(85 mi.) from the center of urbanized 
areas of 600,000 or more population and 
operating on frequencies no longer 
available for that use may continue 
indefinitely until such time as 
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modification involving addition of new 
facilities is proposed. Such use, is. 
however, on a secondary basis to land 
mobile operations and harmful 
interference may not be caused to land 
mobile stations. The centers of 
urbanized areas are determined from the 
Appendix, Page 226, of the U.S. 
Commerce publication "Air Line 
Distance Between Cities in the United 
States.” Urbanized areas of 600,000 or 
more population are defined in the U.S. 
Census of Population. 1970, Vol. 1, table 
20, pages 1-74. 

• * * • * 

6. Section 90.425 is amended by new 
subparagraph (d)(6) to read as follows. 

t? 90.425 Station identification. 

« • « ♦ • 

(d) * * * 

(6) The station is part of a narrow 
band multi-channel fixed system 
operating in the 450-470 MHz Band. 

7. Section 90.429(a) is amended in its 
introductory language to read. 

§ 90.429 Control point and dispatch 
points requirements. 

(a) Control point required. Unless 
permitted to be operated on an 
unattended basis, each station shall be 
provided with a control point. Provisions 
of this paragraph do not apply to 
narrow-band multi-channel fixed 
systems authorized in accordance with 
Section 90.261. 

• « * • « 

|KR Doc. 79-19290 Filed 8-20-7ft 8:45 am) 

BILLING COO€ 6712-01-* 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Materials Transportation Bureau 

[49 CFR Parts 110-189) 

Public Meeting on Polyethylene 
Packagings 

agency: Materials Transportation 
Bureau, Research and Special Programs 
Administration, DOT. 
action: Notice of public meeting and 
request for comment. 

summary: A public meeting will be held 
to solicit comment and discussion on the 
feasibility of establishing standards for 
polyethylene used in packagings for 
hazardous materials which are 
identified in the Hazardous Materials 
Regulations (49 CFR 110-189) by generic 
names such as flammable liquid, n.o.s. 
OATES: Meeting: July 24,1979, at 9:30 

a.m. Written comments should be 
received no later than August 14.1979. 


addresses: Meeting: Room 3201 of the 
Trans Point Building, 2100 Second 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. Written 
comments should be submitted to 
Dockets Branch, Materials 
Transportation Bureau. Department of 
Transportation, Washington, D.C. 20590. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mario Gigliotti, Office of Hazardous 
Materials Regulation, Materials 
Transportation Bureau, (202) 755-4906. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 

Materials Transportation Bureau for 
some time has permitted the use of 
certain kinds of polyethylene 
packagings under exemptions. However, 
the experience gained under the 
exemption program has been limited 
largely to polythylene packagings which 
have been designed and tested for 
compatibility with specified hazardous 
materials. This approach has been 
necessary in light of the difficulties in 
predicting the premeability and other 
effects on polyethylene when it is 
exposed to different materials. 
Ordinarily, after sufficient experience 
with a new packaging has been 
accumulated through the exemption 
program, the packaging is considered for 
inclusion in the regulations as an 
authorized container. The Department of 
Transportation (DOT) recently 
announced in its Semi-Annual 
Regulations Agenda that a specification 
for 55-gallon polyethylene drum would 
be published this year. For purposes of 
any new specification for a polyethylene 
drum, it now appears necessary to rely 
on a continuation of the approach which 
is used in the exemption program: to 
examine the polyethylene in connection 
with each specific material proposed to 
be transported in the packaging. This 
approach eliminates many materials in 
generic groups from consideration. For 
example, a Flammable liquid, n.o.s.. 
could not be authorized for 
transportation under such an approach 
unless the packaging had been tested 
against the specific chemical (rather 
than merely the category of chemicals 
defined by flash point). Such an 
approach severely limits the usefulness 
of any polyethylene packaging 
specification. In addition, there are other 
questions which have arisen which must 
be answered prior to preparing a 
proposal for a polyethylene drum 
specification. The meeting announced 
by this notice will provide an 
opportunity for any person interested in 
polyethylene packagings to present 
views and possible solutions. However, 
to encourage the submission of views by 
persons who may not be able to attend, 


the matters now known to MTB to be 
likely agenda items are listed below: 

1. The National Bureau of Standards’ 
current views on stress cracking, 
permeation and compatibility of 
polyethylene packaging. Particular 
attention is invited to developing 
methods by which these phenomena can 
be predicted without direct testing in 
each case or, as an alternative, 
appropriate test criteria that could be 
adopted for shippers to determine if 
their materials are compatible with 
polyethylene. 

2. Re-use of polyethylene packagings. 
Should dedicated service by considered? 
Should certain packagings be designated 
as non-reusable (NRC)? 

3. Static electricity. Does the tendency 
of polyethylene to pick up a static 
charge pose a problem, particularly for 
ladings which are flammable? What 
effects do the particular ladings have on 
this tendency? 

4. Shipping experience. MTB already 
has information on shipping experience 
under the exemption program. Any 
additional experience which interested 
persons could offer would be useful. 
Persons with such experience should 
provide the following information: 

a. Material name; 

b. Hazard classification (if any); 

c. Number of shipments, or amounts 
shipped; and 

d. Number of packages shipped. 
Representatives of the National 

Bureau of Standards doing research on 
plastics packaging will be present to 
publicly discuss their findings and 
concerns, along with members of the 
staff of the Office of Hazardous 
Materials Regulation, DOT. Any 
representatives of manufacturers, 
shippers, users, trade associations, 
technical societies, Government 
agencies, or members of the public are 
invited to attend and will be offered an 
opportunity to participate in the 
discussions. 

Alan I. Roberts. 

Associate Director for Hazardous Materials 
Regulation. Materials Transportation Bureau. 

|FR Doc. 70-189*1 FUmi 8-30-79; 8:46 «m| 

BILLING CODE 4910-60-11 

[49 CFR Parts 171, 172, 173, 174, 176, 
177,178, 179) 

(Docket No. HM-115; Notice No. 79-3) 

Cryogenic Liquids; Extension of 
Comment Period and Additional 
Proposals 

agency: Materials Transportation 
Bureau (MTB), Research and Special 
Programs Administration, D.O.T. 
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action: Notice of Proposed Rulemaking; 
Extension of time to file comments. 


SUMMARY: On March 8,1979, MTB 
published a Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking (NPRM) and scheduled a 
public hearing under Docket HM-115, 
Notice 79-3 (44 FR 12826), which 
proposed to amend the Hazardous 
Materials Regulations (49 CFR Parts 
110-189) by establishing requirements 
for the transportation of certain 
cryogenic liquids. On April 5. 1979, a 
document was published in the Federal 
Register (44 FR 20461) making 
corrections and additional changes to 
that NPRM. This notice makes additonal 
changes to the NPRM and extends the 
comment period. 

date: The time for filing comments on 
the proposals in Docket HM-115. which 
appeared in the Federal Registers of 
March 8. 1979 (44 FR 12826) and April 5. 
1979 (44 FR 20461) and as modified 
herein, is extended from June 28.1979, to 
October 9,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Paul H. Seay, Jr., Office of Hazardous 
Materials Regulation. 2100 Second 
Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20590. 
(202) 755-4906. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
17.1979. a public hearing was held on 
the proposals in Docket HM-115. Notice 
79-3. All but one of the hearing 
participants requested an extension of 
time to file comments on Docket HM- 
115 indicating that extra time was 
needed to properly assess and analyze 
the proposal. The MTB believes 
additional time should be allowed and 
therefore the time for filing comments is 
extended as indicated. In addition, 
further review of Docket HM-115 by 
MTB has indicated areas of the proposal 
that can and should be modified. This 
review also indicated a need for 
development of more definitive 
acceptance criteria for cargo tanks used 
in oxygen service. An analysis and 
explanation of these changes follow: 

1 . Sections 173.318 and 178.338-6. 
Manholes. In the Advance Notifce-of 
Proposed Rulemaking (ANPRM) 
published in this docket (39 FR 7950. 
March 1.1974; 39 FR 32624, September 
10,1974), a larger number of hazardous 
materials would have been permitted in 
the proposed MC 338 cargo tank than 
were proposed in the NPRM (44 FR 
12826. March 8,1979). Because of the 
properties of the more limited number of 
hazardous materials now proposed for 
MC 338 cargo tanks, the need for 
manholes on these tanks has 
diminished. The changes would 
eliminate the proposed requirement for a 


manhole for MC 338 tanks except for 
those tanks used or intended for use for 
oxygen service. Because of the reactions 
of oxygen with various contaminants, 
cargo tanks used or intended for use 
with Oxygen, cryogenic liquid, would be 
required to have manholes. This 
proposed requirement would be 
applicable to all cargo tanks in oxygen 
service, regardless of size. 

2. Section 178.338-l(f). Design 
parameters for evacuated jackets. Most 
commenters to date to the NPRM have 
requested a simple reference to the 
Compressed Gas Association (CGA) 
recommended specification, CGA-341. 
for all jackets. However, the CGA-341 
design parameters apply not only to 
evacuated jackets but also to non- 
evacuated jackets. The MTB has issued 
exemptions for cargo tanks using non- 
evacuated jackets that are not in accord 
with the CGA-341 recommended 
specification. The MTB does not believe 
CGA-341 requirements should be 
imposed for non-evacuated jackets 
where experience gained under 
exemption has validated a different 
design. The MTB has incorporated some 
of the CGA recommendations for 
evacuated jackets and has added 
references to more ASME Code design 
factors. Basically, CGA-341 only 
references the ASME Code for shell 
design. The CGA recommendation does 
not reference the appropriate ASME 
Code requirement for designs of heads 
convex to pressure and stiffening rings 
for cylindrical shells under external 
pressure. 

3. Section 178.338-13. ”g” Loading. 

The Proposed MC 338 specification 
anticipates two basic designs. The first 
design encompasses an inner tank that 
not only contains the cargo, but also 
acts as the main structural member of 
the cargo tank; The insulation in this 
design is affixed to the inner tank and 
shrouded with a metal jacket. The 
second design encompasses an inner 
tank supported within an outer tank. In 
this design, the outer tank not only 
provides a vacuum envelope but also 
constitutes the structural member used 
in place of a motor vehicle frame. The 
ANPRM and NPRM have proposed a "g" 
loading of two longitudinal and lateral 
and three vertical for the tank that 
constitutes, in whole or in part, the 
structural member used in place of a 
motor vehicle frame. The proposed "g" 
loading requirement for these tanks is 
consistent with 49 CFR § 178.337-13 for 
MC 331 cargo tanks carrying other 
pressurized hazardous materials. 
Although the CGA-341 specification, 
originally issued in 1970 and revised in 
June 1972, recommends a "g" loading for 


these tanks of two in all directions, 
including the vertical, the CGA 
submittal of October 15.1974, in 
response to the ANPRM in docket HM- 
115, did not question the proposed three 
“g” vertical loading for tanks 
constituting structural members. 

The ANPRM and NPRM, however, 
also proposed certain “g” loading 
requirements for the inner tank in the 
second design discussed above. This 
tank does not constitute a structual 
member used in place of a motor vehicle 
frame. The proposed "g" loading 
requirements were one and one-half 
vertical upward, two longitudinal and 
lateral and three vertical downward. 

The CGA questioned the longitudinal, 
lateral and vertical downward 
requirements in its response to the 
ANPRM. Additionally, the CGA and a 
number of other commenters at the April 
17,1979, public hearing on this docket 
questioned the "g" loading requirements 
and it is the MTB’s understanding that 
this was with regards to this inner tank. 
The MTB has reconsidered this matter 
and now proposes to require the inner 
tank in this design to be able to 
withstand "g" loadings of one and one- 
half longitudinal and lateral and two 
vertical downward. As changed this 
agrees with the CGA’s revised 
recommended specification CGA-341 
and will not compromise the safety of 
the cargo tank because the outer tank, 
which is the structural member used in 
place of a motor vehicle frame, is 
proposed to be designed to "g" loadings 
of three vertical and two longitudinal 
and lateral. 

4. Section 178.338-16(b). Weld 
inspection . The NPRM. in effect, 
excluded pneumatic testing under the 
ASME Code. This was not the intent ot 
the MTB. Rather, it was the intent of the 
MTB to assure cleanliness in cargo 
tanks used for the shipment of Oxygen, 
cryogenic liquid. The revision of this 
paragraph should clarify the matter. 

5. Section 178.338-16(d). Verification 
of interior cleanliness. In the NPRM, 

§ 178.338-16(d) requires a verification of 
cleanliness to be made using a method 
delineated in § 178.338-15 for tanks 
constructed for oxygen service. No 
parameters were proposed to determine 
when a tank is "clean.” The MTB is of 
the opinion that the establishment of 
cleanliness parameters may be 
necessary and, therefore, solicits 
specific comments by all interested 
parties on this issue. 

These changes are hereby introduced 
in the rulemaking proposal in Docket 
HM-115 (44 FR 12826. 44 FR 20461) for 
consideration: 
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PART 173—SHIPPERS—GENERAL 
REQUIREMENTS FOR SHIPMENTS 
AND PACKAGINGS 

1. In proposed § 173.318(a), a new 
paragraph (5) is added to read as 
follows: 

§ 173.318 Cryogenic liquids In cargo 
tanks. 

( a ) * * # 

(5) A cargo tank used to transport 
Oxygen, cryogenic liquid, must be 
provided with a manhole (see § 178.338- 
6 of this subchapter). 

* * * * * 

PART 178—SHIPPING CONTAINER 
SPECIFICATIONS 

2. In proposed § 178.338-1, paragraph 
(f) is revised to read as follows: 

§ 178.338-1 General requirements. 
***** 

(f) An evacuated jacket must be in 
compliance with the following 
requirements: 

(1) The jacket heads, shell and 
stiffening rings must be designed in 
accordance with paragraphs UG-28, 
UG-29 and UG-33 of the ASME Code. In 
paragraph UG-28(f) the external design 
pressure will be based on a minimum of 
7.5 psig. The jacket need not be marked 
with the ASME stamp. 

(2) If the jacket also supports 
additional loads such as the weight of 
the tank and lading, the combined 
stress, computed according to the 
formula in § 178.338-3(b), may not 
exceed 25 percent of the minimum 
specified tensile strength. 

3. Proposed § 178.338-6 is revised to 
read as follows: 

§ 178.338-8 Manholes. 

(a) Each tank in oxygen service must 
be provided with a manhole conforming 
to paragraph UG-46(g)(l) and other 
requirements of the ASME Code. 

(b) Each tank having a manhole must 
be provided with a means of entrance 
and exit through the jacket or the jacket 
must be marked to indicate the manway 
location on the tank. 

(c) When a manhole is provided, it 
must be located at the rear or on the 
rear head of the tank. 

4. In proposed § 178.338-13, paragraph 
(e) is revised to read as follows: 

§ 178.338-13 Supports and anchoring. 
***** 

(e) When a tank is supported within 
the jacket by structural members, these 
members must be designed to withstand 
minimum static loadings of one and one- 
half vertical upward, lateral and 
longitudinal, and two vertical 


downward times the weight of the tank, 
under any condition of loading, using a 
safety factor of four, based on the 
ultimate strength of the material used at 
the coldest temperature to which the 
members will be subjected. When load 
rings in the jacket are used for 
supporting the tank, they must be 
designed to carry the fully loaded tank 
at the above specified static loadings, 
plus external pressure. 

5. In proposed § 178.338-16, paragraph 
(b) is revised to read as follows: 

§ 178.338-16 Inspection and testing. 
***** 

(b) Weld inspection. All welds in or 
on the cargo tank shell or heads shall be 
radiographed in accordance with the 
ASME Code. A tank which has been 
subjected to inspection by the magnetic 
particle method, the liquid penetrant 
method, or any method involving a 
material deposit on the interior tank 
surface must be cleaned to remove any 
such residue by scrubbing or equally 
efficient mechanical means and all such 
residue and cleaning solution must be 
removed from the tank prior to final 
closure of the tank. 
***** 

(49 U.S.C. 1803. 1804. 1808; 49 CFR 1.53 App. 

A to Part 1, and paragraph (a)(4) of App. A to 
Part 106.) 

Note.—The Materials Transportation 
Bureau has determined that the proposals in 
this notice if implemented would not result in 
a major economic impact under the terms of 
Executive Order 12044 and DOT 
implementing procedures (43 FR 9583). A 
regulatory evaluation is available in the 
public docket. 

Issued in Washington. D.C. on June 12. 
1979. 

Alan I. Roberts, 

Associated Director for Hazardous Materials 
Regulation Materials Transportation Bureau . 

|FR Doc 7&-18961 Rid 8-20-79; *45 am} 
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rules that are applicable to the 
public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, agency 
decisions and rulings, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
organization and functions are examples 
of documents appearing in this section. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Forest Service 

Pacific Northwest Region, Cascade 
Head Scenic-Research Area Advisory 
Council; Meeting 

The Cascade Head Scenic-Research 
Area Advisory Council will meet on 
Friday. July 27,1979, at The Inn at 
Spanish Head, 4009 SW Hwy. 101, 4th 
Floor, Lincoln City, Oregon. The meeting 
will begin at 10:00 a.m. 

The purpose for the meeting is for the 
Advisory Council to discuss the 
following items: update on the dike 
breaching project: the environmental 
education plan: plans for The Oregon 
State Coastal Trail; and current status of 
the administration and acquisition 
programs. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. Persons who wish additional 
information concerning the meeting 
should contact Pam McCawley. Hebo 
Ranger Station, Hebo, Oregon, phone 
392-3161, or Carolyn Murphy, Siuslaw 
National Forest, at 545 SW Second 
Street, Corvallis, Oregon, phone 757- 
4492. 

Dated: June 13,1979. 

Larry A. Fellows, 

Forest Supervisor. 

(FR Doc. 79-19356 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am) 

8ILLING CODE 3410-11-M 


Routt National Forest Grazing 
Advisory Board; Meeting 

The Routt National Forest Grazing 
Advisory Board will meet July 16,1979 
at the Routt National Forest Supervisor’s 
Office, Hunt Building, 137 10th Street, 
Steamboat Springs, Colorado. The board 
will leave at 9:15 a.m. to review 
allotments and allotment management 
plans north of Steamboat Springs. 

Other business will include: 1) Review 
range improvement needs on selected 


areas: 2) Make recommendations on the 
utilization of range betterment funds: 3) 
Recommendations concerning the 
development of allotment management 
plans. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. Persons who wish to attend and 
participate should notify Les Clark or 
Jim Webb, Routt National Forest (303- 
879-1722) prior to the meeting. Public 
members may participate in discussions 
during the meeting at any time or may 
file a written statement following the 
meeting. 

A. B. Rogers, 

Acting Forest Supervisor. 

June 12,1979. 

|FR Doc 79-19208 Filed 8-20-79: 8:45 hto{ 

BILLING CODE 3410-11-41 


Office of the Secretary 

Privacy Act of 1974; Systems of 
Records 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Department of Agriculture, in 
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552a(e) (4) and 
(11), intends to adopt this notice of a 
new system of records as set forth 
below. Although the Privacy Act 
requires only that the portion of the 
system which describes the "routine 
uses" of that system be published for 
public comment, USDA invites such 
comment on all portions of this notice. 

Interested persons may submit written 
comments on this notice to: Director, 
Research and Operations Division, 
Office of the General Counsel, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
D.C. 20250, on or before August 20,1979. 
All comments submitted will be 
available for public inspection during 
business hours in Room 2321 of the 
South Building, USDA. 12th Street and 
Independence Avenue. SW., This notice 
will be adopted without further 
publication as set forth below on August 
20,1979, unless modified by a 
subsequent notice to incorporate 
comments received from the public. 

Dated: June 14,1979 
M. Rupert Cutler, 

Assistant Secretary. 

USDA/FS-48 
SYSTEM NAME: 

YCC Long-term Benefit Evaluation, 
USDA/FS. 


SYSTEM LOCATION: 

Rocky Mountain Forest and Range 
Experiment Station, 240 West Prospect 
Street, Fort Collins, CO 80521. 

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE 
SYSTEM: 

Former YCC enrollees and their 
parents or guardians, unsuccessful 
applicants to the YCC program and their 
parents or guardians, and individuals in 
communities local to YCC camps. 

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 

Name and address of above persons, 
signed statement of person’s willingness 
to participate in the study, identification 
number for each person (not social 
security number), responses on 
questionnaires completed at each phase 
of the study by respondents. 
Questionnaires will solicit information 
from respondents on the benefits of the 
YCC program to the enrollees, to the 
parents to the community, and to society 
in general. This information will pertain 
to the following broad classes of 
benefits: 

a. Increased awareness and 
appreciation of the environment. 

b. Improved work habits and work 
skills. 

c. Improved ability to get along with 
others. 

d. Increased self-confidence. 

e. Improvement in the enrollee's basic 
orientation to life (greater awareness of 
and direction toward life goals, more 
physically fit. etc.). 

f. Other related benefits of lesser 
significance. 

Questionnaires will also solicit 
demographic information (race, sex, age, 
education, etc.) from enrollees. 

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 
SYSTEM: 

16 U.S.C. 1701-1706. 

ROUTINE USES OF RECOROS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF 
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 

Disclosure may be made to Colorado 
State University and the U.S. 

Department of the Interior. Disclosure 
may be made to a Congressional Office 
from the records of an individual in 
response to an inquiry from the 
Congressional Office made at the 
request of that individual. 
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POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING, 
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, ANO 
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Information will be kept on keypunch 
cards or data tapes. 

RE TRIEV ABILITY: 

Names and addresses of respondents 
will be kept for the purpose of mailing 
questionnaires only. An ID number will 
be assigned to each individual and will 
be used to determine who has or has not 
returned the questionnaire and to trace 
the changes in responses. Names and/or 
addresses of the respondents will not be 
associated with the responses on the 
questionnaires in any way. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

The information on respondents 
obtained in the study is not potentially 
damaging, but all information will be 
kept in a small locked room. People who 
will have access to the information will 
be those directly involved with the 
evaluation study; the two principal 
investigators, the project director, two 
research assistants and the computer 
programmer and keypuncher. All 
personnel involved with the study will 
be instructed on the proper handling of 
the data. 

RETENTION ANO DISPOSAL: 

The names and addresses will be 
destroyed by December 30,1983. The 
remaining statistical data will be 
maintained indefinitely. 

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS: 

Director, Human Resource Programs. 
USDA, Forest Service. 12th and 
Independence, Washington. D.C. 20013. 

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE: 

Any individual may request 
information regarding the system of 
records, or information as to whether 
the system contains records pertaining 
to him by contacting the system 
manager. 

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES: 

To obtain information on the 
procedure for obtaining access to the 
records, w’rite to system manager using 
the above address. 

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES: 

Use the same procedures as for record 
access. 

RECORDS SOURCE CATEGORIES: 

Names and addresses of enrollees 
from lists of enrollees at each camp; 
parents of enrollees from the enrollees 
whose names are obtained from the 
camp lists; unsuccessful applicants 


maintained by YCC administntors in 
Washington, D.C. and from lists of 
unsuccessful applicants maintained by 
agencies in those states not included in 
the Washington, D.C. list; parents of 
unsuccessful applicants from the 
unsuccessful applicants; individuals in 
communities near YCC camps from 
those involved in the YCC program and 
others who would be aware of the 
people in the communities local to YCC 
camps who are knowledgeable about 
the program and could provide valuable 
information on the program’s benefits; 
other categories are self-explanatory. 

|FR Doc ^19358 Filed 6-20-79; &45 am) 

BILLING COOE 3410-11-M 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

I Order 79-6-96; Docket 312901 

Establishment of the Interim Standard 
Industry Fare Level 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington. D.C. 
on the 14th day of June, 1979. 

On October 24,1978, the Airline 
Deregulation Act of 1978 (ADA). P.L. 95- 
504, became law, enacting substantial 
amendments to the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958 (Act). In general summary, the 
ADA set deadlines and policies for 
deregulation of the economic aspects of 
interstate air transportation, culminating 
with the dissolution of the Board’s rate 
and route authority. With specific 
reference to fares, the amended Act 
limits the Board’s discretion to prescribe 
fare levels in domestic and overseas 
markets. We must compute a “standard 
industry fare level” (SIFL) for each class 
of service, using the fare level in effect 
on July 1.1977 [1002d(6)(A)J. We must 
also periodically update the SIFL by 
increasing or decreasing it by the 
percentage change in operating costs per 
available seat mile (ASM) for interstate 
and overseas air transportation 
combined |1002d(6)(B)J. Once computed, 
the SIFL becomes the benchmark for 
measuring a statutory zone of 
reasonableness. 

Although the basic intent of the Act is 
clear, no succinct methodology is 
presented for updating the SIFL, leaving 
with the Board the responsibility of 
determining how the required periodic 
adjustment be accomplished. We have 
proposed a methodology in PSDR-61. 
Formal comments on that proposal are 
not due until June 25, however, and 
since we must have the SIFL in place by 
July 1, we will here set the interim 
methodology for updating the ceiling 
fare pending its Final resolution in 
PSDR-61. Thus, this approach is subject 


to change at the conclusion of that 
proceeding. * 1 Our interim method is the 
same as that proposed in PSPR-61. 
except we have projected fuel cost only 
half-way through the normal projection 
period (six weeks rather than three 
months). We will determine in the 
proceeding whether that refinement 
should be made a permanent feature of 
our SIFL update methodology. 

We initially note that the Board is 
precluded from making adjustments to 
carrier costs actually incurred; updates 
of the fare level are to reflect the actual 
carrier cost of operation. 2 Carriers 
typically, however, offer both scheduled 
and charter services, for passenger, 
cargo, or mixed passenger/cargo 
composition. As the SIFL is 
determinative with regard to scheduled 
passenger service fare levels only, we 
have used traditional cost-allocation 
techniques in assigning operational 
costs to scheduled passenger service. 3 

We have also restated current 
expense data to remove the effect of the 
required restatement of lease 
expenditures, adopted by the Financial 
Accounting Standards Board in FASB- 
13. 4 This required financial sheet 
capitalization of leases shifts current 
operating expense outlays of the carriers 
from rental expense to amortization and 
interest, and results in a reduction of 
operating expenses. This occurs because 
amortization and interest payments on a 
capitalized lease are on a straight-line 
basis, while the rental expense for the 
uncapitalized asset is most generally 
front-end loaded (higher initial rental 
expense with reduction as the lease 
draws to a close). Our adjustment in 
effect adds the difference between what 


* We have previously addressed the dicotomy 
between Inlrastatc and interstate fares with regard 
to the base fare level. See PS-62, an amendment to 
Part 399-Sta lenten ts of General Policy, where we 
adopted an interim suspension policy on standard 
industry fare levels for intrastate pairs of points 
lower than ceiling fares calculated according to the 
DPF! coach fare formula; and EDR-373/PDR-04/ 
PSDR-57. which tentatively set the SIFL for 
mainland-Hawaii and intra-Hawaii markets. 

1 Under the previous rate setting standards of the 

DPFI. carrier costs were adjusted for standard 
aircraft seating, aircraft utilization, load factor, 
discount fare, revenue annualization, and cost 
projection; with an overall limit of 12.0 percent on 
rate of return. We revised our rate-setting policies in 
PS-60, in which we imposed only standard seating, 
utilization, and load factor standards, again with a 
12.0 percent limit on return on investment. 

3 From total operating expenses, all services, we 
removed scheduled all-cargo expenses, aircraft 
belly revenues (assumed equal to cost), and 95 
percent of nonscheduled revenues (assuming 
charter operations are conducted at a small profit). 

‘FASB-13 required that capital lease transactions 
entered into after January 1.1977 be capitalized, 
with retroactive application to any remaining leases 
by December 31,1960. For all practical purposes, a 
capital lease was defined as a lease term equal to 
75 percent or more of the estimated life of the 
property. 
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the carriers would have reported as 
rental expense and their actual reported 
amortization expense for capitalized 
leases to reported operating expense. 

For the year ended December 1978. this 
amounted to about 115 million dollars. 

We caution that we do not believe 
that a continued restatement of 
capitalized lease expense is desirable. 
We are using this only as an interim 
approach because the carriers will not 
have capitalized all leases until year- 
ending December. 1979. and we do not 
wish to require them to advance such 
capitalization solely for our purposes. 
Thus, we will not continue to restate 
lease expense for fare-level comparative 
purposes for data later than year-ending 
December, 1979. Instead, we will restate 
the base period to reflect the 
capitalization of leases for comparative 
purposes after this date. 5 The current 
adjustment is less than 0.7 of one 
percent of total operating expenses, and 
the effect on the SIFL of the differing 
approaches will be de minimis . 

We will continue our policy of 
anticipated costs, in use since 
September 1977. and expressly 
permitted under the Act We have 
similarly decided to separately project 
fuel and non-fuel costs, as we have done 
for fare level purposes since the Arab oil 
embargo in 1973. Our past projection 
technique projected the average change 
in cost 90 days past the tariff effective 
date—change in non-fuel cost was that 
incurred over the past year, change in 
fuel cost was the average change in cost 
per gallon for the most recent six-month 
period. 

Because of the current rapid increases 
in fuel price, 6 our traditional fuel 
estimation technique may substantially 
understate currently experienced cost 
changes. Because of this uncertainty 
about price, we have decided to halve 
the normal projection period for fuel 
cost, and review fuel cost and its 
contribution to the total cost projection 
at the midpoint of our overall cost 
projection period. 7 While this may result 
in an interim increase in fare level due 


'In their own interest, we expect carriers to 
supply sufficient base period data to enable us to 
restate financial data for that period. 

• Trunk and local service carrier scheduled 
service fuel price: Our current methodology projects 
the average change in price over the last six months 
to the chosen future date, then adds the projected 
change to the current fuel price. In this instance, we 
projected an average increase of 1.2e per month for 
months (to August 15). then added this ABC increase 
to the April estimate—projecting a 51.02C per gallon 
cost on August 15. 

'Non-fuel costs are projected three months 
beyond the tariff-effective date (which would cover 
a six-month period, requiring two adjustments per 
year), fuel cost is projected six weeks beyond the 
tariff-effective date (which would cover a three- 
month period, requiring four adjustments per year). 


to continued increases in fuel price, the 
likelihood of error in long-range fuel cost 
projection is simply too high. We will 
continue, however, to use the latest six 
months of fuel price change to determine 
our projection rate. 


Change from 
Price previous 

month 


Month (1978): 

Julv 

cents 

38.75 

cents 

August... 

_ 3888 

0.13 

September - -- 

October ..... 

38 76 
. 39 06 

V 2) 

.32 

November. 

3908 

.02 

December-— 

_ 3924 

.16 


Month (1979): 

January_— 39 83 .59 

February_ 40.22 39 

March_ 41.93 1.71 

April... 46 22 4 29 

(March. April do not include United) 


Applying thi9 methodology to 
calendar year 1978 financial data and 
April fuel data, with fuel projected to 
mid-August at the rate of 1.2 cents per 
gallon increase each month, raises the 
SIFL 10.8 percent over the level effective 
November 15,1978, when we last 
officially changed the ceiling level. 6 
About 6.9 percentage points of this 
increase, or more than 60 percent, are 
due to fuel cost increases. The new SIFL 
ceiling is 6.6 percent over the current 
fare level. (Appendix). If necessary, we 


will update the SIFL for the second half 
of our fare projection period, effective 
October 1.1979. 

We note that most domestic 
scheduled carriers have proposed a five 
percent fare increase effective on and 
after July 5 through the first week of 
September, in essence a summer 
surcharge. Also, a number of carriers 
propose an additional 2.3 percent 
increase, which is not limited to the 
summer months. These proposals do not 
exceed the SIFL ceiling, including 
permissible upward flexibility, and the 
Board may not, therefore, take any 
action against them. 

Accordingly, pursuanf to the Federal 
Aviation Act of 1958, and particularly 
section 1002; 

We set the Standard Industry Fare 
Level effective July 1,1979 as follows: 

Terminal charge: $19.86, plus $.1086/ 
mile (0-500 miles). .0828/mile (501-1,500 
miles). .0796/mile (over 1,500 miles). 

This order will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 6 
Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Secretary. 


•We permitted a 4.0 percent general fare increase 
to become effective May 15,1079, without restating 
the ceiling level. 

•All members concurred. 


Appendix A .—Methodology for Determining Change tn Operating Expense Per Available Seat-Mile 




Trunks 

Locals 

Trunks 
plus locals 

Total 

passenger/ 

cargo 

Year Ended December 1978 

Tnia! Oper F* *p 1 .. 


$14,470 

$2,062 

$16,532 

$16,881 

Lass. 

All-Cargo Exp * 


282 ... 

282 

282 

Belly Offset * . 


677 

135 

1.012 

1,057 

Non-Scheduled *.. 


179 

54 

233 

245 

Trans Related* . - TII . 


431 

37 

468 

473 

Plus' Capitalized Lease Adj *• 


105 

10 

115 

E 115 







12.808 

1.846 

14,652 

14,939 

Pifaefigff PnetCoe* »* .,, -.- 


2,839 

364 

3,203 

NA 

Scheduled Service ASM's (miHlons).. 


266.191 

28.130 

296,321 

299.542 

Non fuel Oper Exp per ASM ($) . 


03716 

.05268 

03864 

NA 

Fuel Expense per ASM ($) ...... 


01059 

01294 

01081 

NA 



Total Expense per ASM ($). 


.04775 

.06562 

.04945 

.04907 



Year Ended December 1977 

Total Oper Exp. ..-. ... 


12.961 

1,766 

14.727 

267 

15.035 

267 

Less: 

All-Cargo Exp.*.. .... 


267 _ 

Belly Offset*. ... . . 


795 

126 

921 

961 

Non-Scbeduled •. . 


226 

43 

269 

286 

326 

Trans. Related , . r - T _ _ ____-. 


307 

IS 

322 

Plus: Capitalized Lease Ad). _____ 


1 

1 

E 1 






Passenger Operating Expense .... 


11.367 

1.582 

305 

12.949 

2,851 

277.698 

03636 

.01027 

13.196 

NA 

Firfil Ost “ . . .„ 


2.545 

Scheduled Service ASM’s (millions) . r ~. 


252,568 

03493 

25.130 

.05062 

01214 

290.619 

NA 

NA 

Non-fuel Oper. Exp per ASM ($). 


Fuel Expense per ASM ($).. 


.01008 



Total Expense per ASM ($) ..— 


04501 

.06295 

.04663 

.04703 
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Appendix A .—Methodology for Determining Change in Operating Expense Per Available Seat Mile — 

Continued 


Trunks Total 

Trunks Locals plus locate passenger/ 

cargo 


Percent Change in Non-fuel Operating Expense per ASM ($) . 6.27 NA 

Projected change n Non-fuel Expense from July 1 . 1978 to Sep¬ 
tember 30. 1979*. .. .. -... ... , 7 00 na 

Estimated change in Fuel Cost Year ended December 1978 

average to August 15. 1979 '* _...____,___ 32.07 na 

Non-Fuel Operating Expense per ASM at Sept 30. 1979 T .. 04169 NA 

Fuel Expense per ASM at August 15. 1979 *. 01428 NA 


Total Expense per ASM at August 15, 1979 *_ 


Year Ended March 1977 


Total Oper Exp. 

Less' 

All-Cargo Exp. * ... 

Belly Offset 1 * * 4 * * 7 * * * II _ 

Non-Scheduled V. 
Trans Related \.. 


Passenger Oper Expense. .. . 

Passenger Fuel Cost _____ 

Scheduled Service ASM's (000)........ 

Operating Expense per ASM IS) . ..... 

Protected Expense per ASM ($) as at July t, 1977 »»,__ 

Protected Operating Expense per ASM as at August 15. 1979 

(Page 1).—________ 

Ceiling Adjustment Factor * (percent) ... .. 

DPFt Formula Effective July 15. 1977 •* 

Terminal Charge____ ... .. 

Pius....... 

Plus....__ 

Plus........... 

Ceding Formula Through September 30. 1979 ■ • 

Terminal Charge______ _ 

Plus......... 

Plus____ 

Plus....-_______ _ __ 




.05597 

“05645 



11,726 

1.520 

13,316 

13.601 

238 . 


238 

238 

729 

96 

825 

065 

220 

35 

225 

266 

427 

111 

538 

554 

10.112 

1.348 

11.460 

11,678 

2.190 

230 

2.420 

NA 

239.593 

23.428 

263.021 

265.837 

.04221 

.05754 

.04357 

.04393 




.04593 


.05645 

22.90 


$ 1616 . 

0884/mHe (0-500 miles). 
.0674/mile (501-1.500 mites). 
0648/mde (over 1.500 miles). 


$19 86 

.1066/mite (0-500 mites). 
.0828/miie (501-1.500 miles). 
.0796/mite (over 1.500 miles). 


I Total operating expense for alt operations and service fin thousands). 

: Scheduled all-cargo operations expense 

’Total scheduled-service cargo revenue, less scheduled all-cargo operations revenue, earned by a by-product in aircraft 
belly compartments Includes freight express, priority and non-pnonty U S. mail, and excess baggage 

’Total non-scheduled revenues times 95. assuming charter operations would only be conducted at a profit 

4 Total transport-related expense, tess any excess of expense over total transport-related revenues. 

‘To reduce fare increases to twice yearly, costs are projected ninety days past the fare effective date We here project 

costs from Juty 1 . 1978 (the midpoint of the data year ended December 1978) to September 30. 1979. the resultant increase 
factor effective through December 31. 1979 The projection factor is 106.27 to the 1 250 powers 1.250 log 106 27 = 10790 

7 Operating expense per ASM for year-ended December 1978. times projected change 

i g 7 7 * Pr °l ectecl operating expense per ASM on August 15, 1979. divided by the operating expense for the year ended March. 

’Base formula cumulative adjustment factor at July 15 1977. was 1 30695. Times ceiling adjustment factor above cumute- 
hve factor .8 i 60870 Division by current 1979 factor of 1.50975 results m a 6 6 percent increase in level 

••Additional rental expense that would have been incurred had teases not been capitalized under FASB-13 less actual 
amortization of capitalized lease expense 

II Total fuel cosl, scheduled service, times complement of rate of All-cargo expense to total Operating Expense 
“Order 77-7-26 

•’Year ended March, 1979 cost per ASM. times cost escalation factor of 1.04543 (to July 5. 1977). See DPFt workpapers. 
Y E March 1977. 

“Estimated average cost per gallon for the trunk plus local service earners at August 15. 1979 (51 02c) divided bv the 
average for the year ended December 1978 (38 63<) ^ 

“Change m Trunks plus Locals cost per ASM as at August 15. 1979. to year ended December 1978 tones Total P*y/ 
Cargo cost tor the year ended December 1978. 

|FR Doc 79-19378 Filed 6-20-78:8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


(Order 79-6-78; Docket 35789] 

United Air Lines, Inc.; Application for 
Emergency Exemption 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
on the 11th day of June 1979. 
Application of United Air Lines, Inc^ 


for an emergency exemption under 
section 416(b) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended. 

On June 8,1979, United Air Lines filed 
an emergency telegraphic application for 
exemption from the requirements of 
section 401 (j) of the Act so as to permit 
it to suspend service in seven markets in 
which it provides the only nonstop 
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services, 1 without providing the 
requisite notice. It also requested an 
exemption from section 405 of the Act. 

In support of its emergency request, 
United states that on June 6 the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) ordered 
the grounding of all domestic carrier 
operations of DC-10 aircraft; such 
action, which was beyond United’s 
control, caused it to revise its schedules 
for an indefinite period in an effort to 
maintain air transportation service to 
the public while avoiding elimination of 
any already determined levels of 
essential air transportation; it has been 
forced to suspend service between a 
limited number of points which 
otherwise would require 60 days notice 
for termination of the only nonstop 
service available; and grant of this 
exemption is in the public interest in 
order to continue air transportation 
service to the most people possible with 
the least disruption to smaller 
communities. 

Upon consideration of United’s 
request, we have determined that an air 
transportation emergency exists 
because of the grounding of DC-10 
aircraft. This unavoidably abrupt action 
has caused a number of carriers to 
amend their schedules overnight to 
accommodate passengers displaced by 
the sudden reduction in capacity. The 
impact of the action varies from carrier 
to carrier, depending largely on how 
much of the available capacity offered is 
comprised of DC-10 operations. United's 
DC-lO’s make up 11 percent of its fleet 
and 23 percent of its domestic available 
seat-miles. Because of its size, the loss 
of that much capacity for United 
represents a significant reduction in 
nation-wide air service. The carrier 
could not have been expected to foresee 
this event in order to plan for alternative 
use of its resources in a manner 
contemplated by the Act and our 
regulations, with due notice to affected 
communities and the Postal Service. 
Therefore, we will exempt United from 
the provisions of section 405 of the Act 
and section 231.5(b) of our Economic 
Regulations to the extent necessary to 
permit it to implement schedule changes 
on less than 10 days notice, and we will 
exempt it from section 401(j) of the Act 
to the extent necessary to permit it to 
eliminate temporarily nonstop service in 
seven markets in which it provides the 
only nonstop service, without filing a 
notice under § 323.3(b) of our 
Regulations. We Find that such action is 
consistent with the public interest 


‘The city-pairs are: Boston-Seattle/Tacoma. 
Chicago-Hilo. Cleveland-Seattle/Tacoma. Dcnver- 
Toledo, Hartford/Springfield-Los Angeles. New 
York-Porlland. and Salt Lake City-Washington. 


because it will permit the carrier to 
readjust its schedules to best 
accommodate its passengers with the 
least overall disruption in air service 
offered. 2 

We wish to make clear our intention 
not to encourage carrier actions which 
unduly inconvenience passengers, 
without proper safeguards as those 
holding reservations on cancelled 
flights. Tariff rules such as Rule 380 of 
the Airline Tariff Publishing Company, 
Agent. C.A.B. No. 142, to which United 
subscribes, provide specific guidelines 
for carriers to follow when flight 
cancellations occur. They include the 
arrangement for alternate transportation 
for the passenger at no additional cost 
either on the same carrier or a different 
carrier, where feasible, or the refund of 
the unused portion of the ticket, if no 
alternative flight or combination of 
flights is available which is acceptable 
to the passenger. In many cases, 
delayed or stranded pasengers are 
entitled to amenities such as meals, 
lodging, and telephone calls under the 
carriers’ applicable tariffs. We expect 
United to follow these procedures in 
dealing with all passengers holding 
reservations on the flights that have 
been cancelled as a result of the DC-10 
emergency. Failure to do so would be 
considered as a violation of this order. 

The impact of the DC-10 emergency is 
sufficiently widespread that we believe 
it necessary to delegate authority to the 
Directors of the Bureau of Domestic 
Aviation and the Bureau of International 
Aviation or their designees to grant or 
deny, in whole or in part, any and all 
requests for exemptions from the 
requirements of section 405 of the Act 
and/or section 401(j), and applicable 
Board regulations, which may arise out 
of this situation. We take this action in 
order to respond expeditiously and 
effectively to the emergency and to 
alleviate, to the maximum extent 
possible, any hardships on the traveling 
public which have inevitably resulted 
from the DC-10 grounding. We would 
emphasize that there could be 
applications filed which require careful 
scrutiny by us, and in those situatons we 
expect the Bureaus to forward the 
matters to us for final disposition. 

Accordingly, 

1. We delegate authority to the 
Director, Bureau of Domestic Aviation, 
and to the Director. Bureau of 
International Aviation, or their 
designess. to act for the Board on 
requests coming under the purview of 


5 At the same time United filed its emergency 
request, it effeclid the schedule changes for which it 
was seeking-exemption authority. Our action here 
does not render moot any violations of the Act or 
our regulations which occurred. 


their respective offices, for emergency 
exemption under section 416(b) of the 
Act from the provisions of section 401 (j) 
of the Act and Part 323 of our 
Regulations, and/or from the provisions 
of section 405 of the Act and § 231.5(b) 
of our Regulations; 

2. In the absence of a further order 
from us, the delegations of authority in 
paragraph 1 shall expire 14 days after 
the Federal Aviation Administration 
ends the DC-10 groundings; 

3. In the exercise of delegated 
authority, the Directors are authorized in 
their discretion to act before the receipt 
of answers, and petitions for review 
shall not stay the effective date; 

4. Applications subject to the 
procedures established may be made 
orally under 14 CFR 300.2(c)(5), but such 
applications shall be put into telegraphic 
or written form within 24 hours and, if in 
telegraphic form, shall be followed 
within 5 days with a written notice 
served in accordance with the Board’s 
Rules of Practice; 

5. We exempt United Air Lines from 
the provisions of section 405 of the Act 
and § 231.5(b) of our Regulations to the 
extent necessary to permit it to make 
schedule changes on less than 10 days 
notice; 

6. We exempt United Air Lines from 
the provisions of section 401(j)(2) of the 
Act and § 323.3(b) of our Regulations to 
the extent necessary to permit it to 
eliminate nonstop service in the 
following markets without filing a notice 
of its intent to suspend such sefvices; 
Boston-Seattle/Tacoma, Chicago-Hilo, 
Cleveland-Seattle/Tacoma, Denver- 
Toledo, Hartford/Springfield-Los 
Angeles, New York-Portland, and Salt 
Lake City-Washington; 3 

7. The authority granted in paragraph 
6 shall remain in effect for the duration 
of the DC-10 grounding emergency; 

8. Any interested persons objecting to 
any provision of this order shall file 
such objections with the Board within 5 
days from the date of service of this 
order, but the filing of objections shall 
not stay the effectiveness of this order 

9. This order may be amended or 
revoked at any time in our discretion 
without hearing; and 

10. We will serve this order on all 
certificated carriers, the mayors of 
Boston. Chicago, Cleveland, Denver, 
Hartford/Springfield, Los Angeles, Hilo, 
New York, Portland, Salt Lake City, 
Seattle/Tacoma, Toledo, and 
Washington. D.C„ and the Postmaster 
General. 


* This exemption does not affect United’s 
obligations under section 401(j)(2) of the Act to 
provide notice for a suspension of nonstop service 
in the seven markets at issue going beyond the 
period that the DC-lO’s are grounded. 
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We will publish this order in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 4 
Phyllis T Kaylor, 

Secretary 

IFR Doc 79-19379 Filed 6-20-79; 8 45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 

California Advisory Committee; 

Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the California 
Advisory Committee (SAC) of the 
Commission will convene at 8:00 p.m. 
and will end at 10:00 p.m., on July 20. 
1979, at the Hilton Hotel, 930 Wilshire 
Boulevard, Los Angeles. California 
90014. 

Persons wishing to attend this open 
meeting should contact the Committee 
Chairperson, or the Western Regional 
Office of the Commission, 312 North 
Spring Street. Room 1015, Los Angeles, 
California 90012. 

The purpose of this meeting is to meet 
with the Assistant Staff Director of the 
Office of Regional Programs and discuss 
program planning. 

This meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C.. June 18,1979. 
|ohn I. Binkley, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 

|FR Doc 79-19311 Filed 6-20-79. 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 633S-01-M 


New Mexico Advisory Committee; 
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a planning meeting of the New 
Mexico Advisory Committee (SAC) of 
the Commission will convene at 9:00 
a.m. and will end at 5:00 p.m., on July 27, 
1979, at the Airport Mariana, Second 
Floor. 2910 Yale BlvA, S.E., 

Albuquerque. New Mexico 87119. 

Persons wishing to attend this open 
meeting should contact the Committee 
Chairperson or the Southwestern 
Regional Office of the Commission, 
Heritage Plaza. 418 South Main, San 
Antonio. Texas 78204. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
discuss civil rights issues in New 
Mexico. 


* All members concurred. 


This meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission. 

Dated at Washington. D C.. June 18.1979. 
John I. Binkley. 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 

|FR Doc 79-19312 Filed 6-20-79 8:45 ami 

BILLING CODE 633S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Foreign Fishing Permit 
Modification 

agency: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration National 
Marine Fisheries Service. 

action: Proposed Modification of 
Foreign Fishing Permit. 

summary: Permits issued to the 
Government of the Republic of Korea for 
the foreign fishing vessels SOO GONG 
No. 51 and BOOK NEUNG to receive 
U.S. harvested Gulf of Alaska 
groundfish are proposed to be modified 
under 50 CFR 611.3(i)(2). The amount of 
U.S. harvested sablefish which may be 
retained by foreign vessels authorized to 
receive Gulf of Alaska groundfish from 
U.S. harvesters is proposed to be limited 
to incidental amounts which may be 
taken in a U.S. trawl fishery for other 
groundfish species. The proposal 
provides that no sablefish may be 
received from a U.S. longline fishery. 
dates: Comments on the proposed 
modification will be accepted until July 
23,1979. 

addresses: Comments, if any. may be 
submitted in writing to the Assistant 
Administrator for Fisheries. National 
Marine Fisheries Services (F37), 
Washington. D.C. 20235. Please mark 
"Permit Modification" on the envelope. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Alfred J. Bilik. Fishery Management 
Specialist, National Marine Fisheries 
Service, Washington, D.C. 20235, (202) 
634-7293. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
the Fishery Conservation and 
Management Act of 1976, as amended 
by Pub. L. 95-354 (the Act), the 
Secretary of Commerce" * * * may 
approve (foreign] applications to receive 
U.S. harvested fish unless the Secretary 
determines, on the basis of views, 
recommendations, and comments * * * 
and other pertinent information, that 
United States fish processors have 
adequate capacity, and will utilize such 
capacity, to process all United States 


harvested fish from the fishery 
concerned." 

Foreign fishing permits were issued on 
March 21.1979, to Republic of Korea 
vessels SOO GONG No. 51 (KS-70- 
0042-B) and BOOK NEUNG (KS-79- 
0079-A). The permits authorize the 
vessels to engage in activities in support 
of U.S. harvesting vessels in the fishery 
conservation zone (FCZ) in the Gulf of 
Alaska. Specifically, the permits 
authorize the vessels to receive, in the 
FCZ. Gulf of Alaska groundfish until the 
amounts of fish harvested by vessels of 
the United States in any fishing area 
identified in Table I of § 611.92(b)(1) of 
the foreign fishing regulations and 
received in the FCZ by foreign vessels 
from vessels of the U.S. reaches the 
"Reserve" amount specified for each 
species and fishing area in that Table 1. 
This allows foreign vessels to receive up 
to the entire amounts specified as the 
current reserve for any of the groundfish 
species and does not prohibit receipt of 
fish from directed U.S. fisheries for any 
of these species. 

Information submitted to the 
Secretary of Commerce by United States 
fish processors after the Korean permits 
were issued states that domestic 
processors have adequate capacity to 
utilize the domestic annual harvests 
(DAH) and the reserves and. in some 
cases, the entire optimum yields in 
certain areas established in the Gulf of 
Alaska Groundfish fishery management 
plan (FMP) for Gulf of Alaska sablefish, 
Pacific cod, and Pacific ocean perch. 
NMFS review indicates that domestic 
processors will not utilize their capacity 
to process amounts of Pacific cod and 
Pacific ocean perch in excess of the 
DAH’s established in the FMP for each 
species and each area. However, NMFS 
review also indicates that domestic 
processors will utilize their capacity to 
process an amount of sablefish in excess 
of the sablefish DAH’s listed in the FMP 
for the Kodiak, Shumagin, and Chirikof 
areas. The amount by which the 
processing of the sablefish DAH’s may 
be exceeded in 1979 is not certain, but 
because the sablefish DAH’s in the FMP 
for the three areas only total 200 m.t., 
this action is being proposed to allow 
U.S. processors the opportunity to 
receive adequate supply of sablefish in 
1979. The proposed action also is 
consistent with the North Pacific Fishery 
Management Council’s desire to 
encourage the development of U.S. 
sablefish longline fisheries in the 
western Gulf of Alaska. 

The conditions and restrictions 
applying to the Korean permits are 
proposed to be amended under 50 CFR 
611.3(i)(2). If the permits are so 
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amended, the Korean vessels may 
continue to retain sablefish received 
from U.S. trawl-vessels, but only in 
incidental amounts (1.5%) of the total 
catch received from U.S. trawl 
harvesters. 

The amended conditions and 
restrictions are listed below. They 
would be attached to the Korean 
permits, and to all other permits which 
may be issued to foreign vessels 
conducting activities in support of 
vessels of the U.S. in this Fishery. The 
amended conditions and restrictions 
also clarify that the "Reserve” amounts 
referenced in the conditions and 
restrictions are those contained in 
regulations, which may be amended 
from time to time. 

Signed in Washington. D.C., this 15th day 
of )une 1979. 

(16 U.S.C. 1601 et seq.) 

Winfred H. Meibohm, 

Executive Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 

Other Activities Authorized and 
Additional Conditions and Restrictions 
Applicable to Permits for Vessels SOO 
GONG NO. 51 AND BOOK NEUNG 

Support Activities Authorized 

Fishery support operations in the FCZ, 
as discussed in § 611.10 of the Foreign 
Fishing Regulations, by the vessels SOO 
GONG No. 51 and BOOK NEUNG in 
support of vessels of the United States 
harvesting fish in the FCZ are 
authorized in the GOA Fishery subject to 
the following additional conditions and 
restrictions: 

(a) Restrictions on Receipt of Fish. ( 1 ) 
If the Assistant Administrator Finds that 
the amount of any species of Fish, except 
sableFish. harvested by vessels of the 
United States in any Fishing area 
identified in Table I of § 611.92(b)(1) of 
the Foreign Fishing Regulations and 
received in the FCZ by foreign Fishing 
vessels from vessels of the U.S. has 
reached the current amount specified as 
"Reserve” for the species and Fishing 
area in Table I of § 611.92(b)(1), no 
further fish harvested by vessels of the 
United States in that Fishing area may 
be received in the FCZ from vessels of 
the United States. The Fishery closure 
procedures of § 611.15(c) of the Foreign 
Fishing Regulations apply. 

(2) Retention of sablefish is limited to 
incidental amounts resulting from this 
U.S. trawl fishery. No sablefish may be 
received from a U.S. longline fishery. 

The amount of sablefish harvested by 
vessels of the United States in any 
fishing area which may be retained by 
the above vessels shall not exceed 1.5 
percent of all fish received. This 


percentage limitation on retention shall 
apply to the initial 2,000 m.t, of fish 
received in the FCZ from vessels of the 
U.S. and each 10.000 m.t. increment 
thereafter. (For example, if the amount 
of sablefish harvested by vessels of the 
U.S. and delivered to and retained by 
the above foreign vessels in the FCZ 
reaches 30 m.t. before receipt by the 
foreign vessels of the initial 2.000 m.t. of 
all fish, no further sablefish may be 
retained until the initial 2.000 m.t. of all 
fish is received. A 150 m.t. limitation on 
retention of sableFish applies to each 
succeeding 10.000 m.t. of all fish 
received.) 

(3) Any prohibited species (shrimp, 
scallops, salmon, steelhead trout. Pacific 
halibut, herring, and Continental Shelf 
fishery resources) or part thereof which 
is received shall be treated in 
accordance with § 611.13 of the Foreign 
Fishing Regulations as if it was caught 
by the SOO GONG No. 51 or BOOK 
NEUNG. 

(b) Area Restrictions. (1) Processing of 
U.S. harvested Fish and other operations 
in support of vessels of the U.S. may be 
conducted in the FCZ of the Gulf of 
Alaska (i.e., between three and 200 
miles from the baseline used to measure 
the U.S. territorial sea) in accordance 
with 5 611.10(b) of the Foreign Fishing 
Regulations. Processing of foreign 
harvested fish and other operations in 
support of foreign vessels may not be 
conducted between three and twelve 
miles from the baseline used to measure 
the U.S. territorial sea except in the 
areas and during the times speciFied in 

§ 611.90(c)(2) of the Foreign Fishing 
Regulations. 

(2) The closed areas specified in 
§ 611.92(d)(1) do not apply to operations 
in support of vessels of the U.S. 

(c) Reporting Requirements. Each 
vessel shall report its projected times 
and positions for commencing and 
ceasing operations in support of vessels 
of the U.S. not less than 7 days prior to 
such projected times. These reports shall 
be submitted in the manner prescribed 
in § 611.4(b). 

(d) Fishery Closures. Operations in 
support of vessels of the U.S. are not 
subject to the Fishery closure provisions 
of §611.15(aJ(3) and (4). 

(FR Doc. 79-19360 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am) 

BILUNG COOE 3510-22 


Withdrawal of Permit Application for 
Marine Mammals 

On April 2 and April 17,1979, Notice 
was published in the Federal Register 
(44 FR 19222. 22797). that an application 
had been filed with the National Marine 
Fisheries Service by the Oregon 


Department of Fish and Wildlife, Marine 
Science Drive. Newport. Oregon 97365, 
for a scientific research permit to take 
300 Harbor seals ( Phoco vitu/ina) and 15 
Northern sea lions (Eumetopias jubatus) 
over a three year period, and to harass 
200-300 harbor seals and 100 northern 
sea lions per year for three years. 

Notice is hereby given that the Oregon 
Department of Fish and Wildlife has 
requested to withdraw that application, 
and that the request to withdraw has 
been acknowledged and accepted 
without prejudice by the National 
Marine Fisheries Sewice on June 12, 
1979. 

Dated: June 12.1979. 

Winfred H. Meibohm 

Associate Director, National Marine 
Fisheries Service. 

(FR Doc. 79-19350 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 aroj 

BILLING CODE 3510-22- 


COMMITTEE FOR THE 
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Changes In Officials of the 
Government of the Republic of the 
Philippines Authorized To Issue Export 
Visas and Certifications for Exempt 
Textile Products From the Philippines 

June 15.1979. 

agency: Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 
action: Four ofFicials of the 
Government of the Republic of the 
Philippines have been authorized to 
issue export visas and certiFications for 
exempt cotton, wool and man-made 
Fiber textile products from the 
Philippines. 

summary: The Government of the 
Republic of the Philippines has notified 
the United States Government that, 
effective on April 18,1979, the following 
ofFicals are authorized to issue export 
visas and certifications for exempt 
textile products exported to the United 
States on and after that date: Troadio T. 
Quiazon, Jr.. Jose T. Niverba. Luis M. 
Duka. Jr., Aida B. Carbado. 

EFFECTIVE date: June 21,1979 for 
merchandise exported on and after April 
18,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Judith L. McConahy, International Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles, U.S. 
Department of Commerce. Washington. 
D.C. 20230 (202/377-5423). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
September 9.1976, a letter to the 
Commissioner of Customs from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
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was published in the Federal Register 
(41 FR 38205), which established an 
export visa requirement and 
certification for exemption of cotton, 
wool and man-made fiber textile 
products, produced or manufactured in 
the Philippines and exported to the 
United States. One of the requirements 
is that th.' visas and certifications for 
exemption must be signed by an official 
authorized by the Government of the 
Republic of the Philippines. The 
Government of the Republic of the 
Philippines has requested that four 
officials be recognized as authorized to 
issue export visas and certifications for 
exemption. Accordingly, in the letter 
published below, the Chairman of the 
Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements directs the 
Commissioner of Customs from the 
effective date to permit entry for 
consumption or withdrawal from 
warehouse for consumption of cotton, 
wool and man-made fiber textile 
products, produced or manufactured in 
the Philippines, which have been visaed 
by the aforementioned four officials. 
Arthur Garel 

Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 

June 15.1979. 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Department of the Treasury , 

Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner This directive 
amends, but does not cancel, the directive of 
August 31,1976 from the Chairman, 
Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements, that directed you to prohibit, 
under certain specified conditions, entry into 
the United States for consumption and 
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption 
of cotton textiles and cotton textile products 
in Categories 1-64 (currently Categories 300- 
369). wood textile products in Categories 101- 
132 (currently Categories 400-469), and man¬ 
made fiber textile products in Categories 200- 
243 (currently Categories 600-669). produced 
or manufactured in the Republic of the 
Philippines, for which the Government of the 
Republic of the Philippines had not issued an 
appropriate export visa. One of the 
requirements is that each visa include the 
signature of an official authorized by the 
Government of the Republic of the 
Philippines to issued visas. 

Under the terms of the Arrangement 
Regarding International Trade in Textiles 
done at Geneva on December 20,1973, as 
amended on December 15.1977; pursuant to 
the provisions of the Bilateral Cotton. Wool 
and Man-Made Fiber Textile Agreement of 
August 22 and 24, 1978. between the 
Governments of the United States and the 
Republic of the Philippines; and in 
accordance with the provisions of Executive 
Order 11651 of March 3,1972. as amended by 
Executive Order 11951 of January 6,1977. the 


directive of August 31.1976 is hereby 
amended, effective on June 21.1979, to 
authorize the following officials of the 
Government of the Republic of the 
Philippines to issue export visas for 
merchandise exported after April 17,1979; 
Troadio T. Quiazon. Jr., Jose T. Niverba. Luis 
M. Duka. Jr.. Aida B, Carbado. 

Merchandise exported before April 18.1979 
that is accompanied by export visas signed 
by the following officials shall not be denied 
entry into the United States for consumption, 
or withdrawal from warehouse for 
consumption, until July 1.1979. Troadio T. 
Quiazon. Jr., Conrado Sanchez, Jr.. Eduardo 
G. Sanchez, Alicia L de la Cruz. 

The actions taken with respect to the 
Government of the Republic of the 
Philippines and with respect to imports of 
cotton, wool and man-made fiber textile 
products from the Philippines have been 
determined by the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements to 
involve foreign affairs functions of the United 
States. Therefore, the directions to the 
Commissioner of Customs, being necessary to 
the implementation of such actions, fall 
within the foreign affairs exception to the 
rule-making provisions of 5 U.S.C. 553. This 
letter will be published in the Federal 
Register. 

Sincerely, 

Arthur Garel. 

Acting Chairman, Committee for the Imple¬ 
mentation of Textile Agreements. 

(FR Doc. 79-19543 Filed 8-20-79; 8 45 am) 

BILLING CODE 3S10-2S-M 

Visa Requirement for Cotton, Wool 
and Man-Made Fiber Apparel Exported 
From Sri Lanka 

agency: Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 
action: Announcing new export visa 
requirement for cotton, wool and man¬ 
made fiber apparel from Sri Lanka. 

summary: The Governments of the 
United States and Sri Lanka have 
exchanged letters dated March 12 and 
March 23,1979 establishing an export 
visa requirement for cotton, wool and 
man-made fiber apparel products in 
Categories 330-359. 431-459, and 630- 
659, produced or manufactured in Sri 
Lanka and exported to the United 
States. 

EFFECTIVE date: Effective on July 15, 
1979. entry into the United States for 
consumption, or withdrawal from 
warehouse for consumption, of cotton, 
wool or man-made fiber apparel 
products, produced or manufactured in 
Sri Lanka and exported on and after that 
date for which the Government of Sri 
Lanka has not issued an appropriate 
export visa will be prohibited. Apparel 
products exported from Sri Lanka before 
July 15,1979 will not be denied entry or 
withdrawal from warehouse for 
consumption in the United States. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Judith L. McConahy, International Trade 
Specialist, Office of Textiles, U.S. 
Department of Commerce. Washington, 
D.C. 20230. (202/377/5423) 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
export visa will be a circular stamp in 
blue ink on the front of the invoice 
(Special Customs Invoice Form 5515, 
successor document, or commercial 
invoice when such form is used) and 
will be signed by an authorized official 
of the Government of Sri Lanka. A copy 
of the export visa is published as an 
enclosure to the letter set forth below. 
The officials authorized by the 
Government of Sri Lanka to issue export 
visas are the following: 

Miss P. G. Peiris. Mr. D. P. Balachandra. 

Interested parties are advised to take 
all necessary steps to insure that cotton, 
wool and man-made fiber apparel 
products, produced or manufactured in 
Sri Lanka, which is to be entered into 
the United States for consumption, or 
withdrawal from warehouse for 
consumption, will meet the stated visa 
requirements. 

The letter published below from the 
Chairman of the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements 
to the Commissioner of Customs 
establishes the new visa mechanism. 
Arthur Garel, 

Acting Chairman, Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 

June 15.1979. 

Committee for the Implementation of Textile 
Agreements 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Department of the Treasury. 

Washington, D C. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: In accordance 
with the provisions of Executive Order 11651 
of March 3,1972. as amended by Executive 
Order 11951 of January 8,1977. you are 
directed to prohibit, effective on July 15.1979 
and until further notice, entry into the United 
States for consumption and withdrawal from 
warehouse for consumption of cotton, wool 
and man-made fiber apparel products in 
Categories 330-359. 431-459. and 630-659. 
produced or manufactured in Sri Lanka and 
exported on and after that date, for which the 
Government of Sri Lanka has not issued an 
appropriate export visa, fully described 
below. Merchandise exported before the 
effective date of this directive shall not be 
denied entry for consumption, or withdrawal 
from warehouse for consumption in the 
United States. 

The export visa will be a circular stamp in 
blue ink on the front of the invoice (Special 
Customs Invoice Form 5515. successor 
document, or commercial invoice when that 
form is used) and will be signed by an 
authorized official of the Government of Sri 
Lanka. A facsimile of the visa stamp is 
enclosed. 
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You are directed to permit entry into the 
United States for consumption and 
withdrawal from warehouse for consumption 
of designated shipments of cotton, wool and/ 
or man-made fiber textile products, produced 
or manufactured in Sri Lanka, 
notwithstanding the designated shipment or 
shipments do not fulfill the aforementioned 
visa requirements, whenever requested to do 
so in writing by the Committee for the 
Implementation of Textile Agreements. 

A detailed description of the categories in 
terms of T.S.U.S.A. numbers was published in 
the Federal Register on January 4,1978 (43 FR 
884), as amended on January 25,1978 (43 FR 
3421). March 3,1978 (43 FR 8828), June 22, 

1978 (43 FR 28773), September 5,1978 (43 FR 
39408), January 2.1979 (44 FR 94), March 22. 

1979 (44 FR 27545), and April 12,1979 (44 FR 
21843)). 

In carrying out the above directions, entry 
into the United States for consumption shall 
be construed to include entry for 
consumption Into the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico. 

The actions taken with respect to the 
Government of Sri Lanka and with respect to 
imports of cotton, wool and man-made fiber 
apparel from Sri Lanka have been determined 
by the Committee for the Implementation of 
Textile Agreements to involve foreign affairs 
functions of the United States. Therefore, the 
directions to the Commissioner of Customs, 
being necessary to the implementation of 
such actions, fall within the foreign affairs 
exception to the rule-making provisions of 5 
U.S.C. 553. This letter will be published in the 
Federal Register. 

Sincerely. 

Arthur Garel 

Acting Chairman. Committee for the Imple¬ 
mentation of Textile Agreements 

Enclosure 


Visa for Cotton, Wool and Man-Made 
Fiber Apparel Exported to the United 
States from Sri Lanka 



|FR Doc 79-19544 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 3510-29-M 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 

Proposed Futures Contract; 

Availability 

The Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission (“Commission”) is making 
available and requesting public 
comment on a sunflower seed (oil 
variety) futures contract submitted by 
the Minneapolis Grain Exchange. Copies 
of this proposed contract will be 
available at the Commission's offices in 
Washington, New York, Chicago, 
Minneapolis, Kansas City and San 
Francisco. The Commission also will 
furnish copies upon request made to the 
Executive Secretariat 

Any person interested in expressing 
views on the terms and conditions of 
this proposed contract should send 
comments by July 23.1979, to Ms. Jane 
Stuckey, Executive Secretariat 
Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, 2033 K Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20581. (202) 254-6314. 
Copies of all comments will be available 
for inspection at the Commission’s 
Washington office. 

Issued in Washington on June 14,1979. 

Jane K. Stuckey, 

Secretary of the Commission. 

(FR Doc. 79-19302 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Office of the Secretary 

DOD Advisory Group on Electron 
Devices; Advisory Committee Meeting 

Working Group A (Mainly Microwave 
Devices) of the DoD Advisory Group on 
Electron Devices (AGED) will meet in 
closed session on 17-18 July at 201 
Varick Street. 9th floor, New York, NY 
10014. 

The mission of the Advisory Group is 
to provide the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Research and Engineering, 
the Director, Defense Advanced 
Research Projects Agency and the 
Military Departments with technical 
advice on the conduct of economical 
and effective research and development 
programs in the area of electron devices. 

The Working Group A meeting will be 
limited to review of research and 
development programs which the 
Military Departments propose to initiate 
with industry, universities or in their 
laboratories. This microwave device 
area includes programs on 
developments and research related to 


microwave tubes, solid state microwave, 
electronic warfare devices, millimeter 
wave devices, and passive devices. The 
review will include classified program 
details throughout. 

In accordance with 5 U.S.C. App. 1, 

§ 10(d) (1976), it has been determined 
that this Advisory Group meeting 
concerns matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 

§ 552b(c) (1) (1976), and that 
accordingly, this meeting will be closed 
to the public. 

Dated: June 18,1979. 

H.E. Lofdahl, 

Director. Correspondence and Directives, 
Washington Headquarters Services, 
Department of Defense. 

(FR Doc. 79-19330 Filed 6-29-79. 8:45 am) 

BILUNG COOE 3810-70-M 


Department of Defense Wage 
Committee; Closed Meetings 

Pursuant to the provisions of section 
10 of Public Law 92-436, the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, effective 
January 5.1973, notice is hereby given 
that a meeting of the Department of 
Defense Wage Committee will be held 
on Tuesday, August 7,1979; Tuesday, 
August 14,1979; Tuesday. August 21, 
1979 and Tuesday, August 28,1979 at 
10:00 a.m. in Room 3D-325, The 
Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 

The Committee’s primary 
responsibility is to consider and submit 
recommendations to the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (Manpower, 
Reserve Affairs, and Logistics) 
concerning all matters involved in the 
development and authorization of wage 
schedules for Federal prevailing rate 
employees pursuant to Public Law 92- 
392. At this meeting, the Committee will 
consider wage survey specifications, 
wage survey data, local wage survey 
committee reports and 
recommendations, and wage schedules 
derived therefrom. 

Under the provisions of section 10(d) 
of Public Law 92-463. the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, meetings may 
be closed to the public when they are 
“concerned with matters listed in 
section 552b. of Title 5, United States 
Code.” Two of the matters so listed are 
those "related solely to the internal 
personnel rules and practices of an 
agency," (5 U.S.C. 552b. (c)(2)), and 
those involving “trade secrets and 
commercial or financial information 
obtained from a person and privileged 
or confidential” (5 U.S.C. 552b. (c)(4)). 

Accordingly, the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (Civilian Personnel 
Policy) hereby determines that all 
portions of the meeting will be closed to 
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the public because the matters 
considered are related to the internal 
rules and practices of the Department of 
Defense (5 U.S.C. 552b. (c)(2)). and the 
detailed wage data considered by the 
Committee during its meetings have 
been obtained from officials of private 
establishments with a guarantee that the 
data will be held in confidence (5 U.S.C. 
522b (4)). 

However, members of the public who 
may wish to do so are invited to submit 
material in writing to the Chairman 
concerning matters believed to be 
deserving of the Committee's attention. 
Additional information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained by writing the 
Chairman. Department of Defense Wage 
Committee, Room 3D-281, The Pentagon, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dated: June 18,1979. 

H. E. Lofdahl, 

Director, Correspondence and Directives, 
Washington Headquarters Services, 
Department of Defense, 

(FR Doc. 79-19331 Fited 6-20-79. 8:45 am| 

BILLING C00E 3810-70-M 


Corps of Engineers, Department of the 
Army 

Intent To Prepare a DEIS for Missouri 
River Levee Unit L-385 

agency: U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
DoD. 

action: Notice of Intent to prepare a 
DEIS. 


summary: l. The proposed Federal 
Action is to consider flood protection 
measures for 2010 acres of land within 
the corporate limits of Riverside, 
Missouri which is part of the Kansas 
City metropolitan area. 

2. Reasonable alternatives include no 
action, levee construction, floodproofing, 
floodplain evacuation and combination 
of the above. 

3a. Public meetings and/or workshops 
are scheduled for June and December 
1979. An information fact sheet is being 
prepared for release prior to conducting 
the first public meeting, b. Significant 
issues to be considered include* 
Executive Order 11988, Floodplain 
Management, Section 404 of the Clean 
Water Act, and the preservation and/or 
mitigation of archeological resources. 

4. Scoping procedures will be 
incorporated in the public meeting and 
workshops. 

5. The Kansas City District estimates 
that the DEIS will be released for public 
review in December 1979. 


ADDRESS: Questions concerning the 
proposed action and the DEIS should be 
directed to Mr. James R. Taylor, Chief, 
Environmental Resources Section. Corps 
of Engineers, 700 Federal Bldg,, Kansas 
City. MO 84106 Phone: (816) 374-3672. 

Dated: May 4. 1979. 

Paul D. Barber, 

Chief, Engineering Division . 

(FR Doc. 79-19359 Fifed 6-20-79. 8.45 am| 

BILLING COOE 3710-00 


Intent To Prepare a Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement 
(DEIS) for San Jacinto River and 
Tributaries, Tex., Interim Flood Control 
Study of Cypress Creek 

AGENCY: Galveston District. U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers. DOD. 

action: Notice of Intent to Prepare a 
DEIS. 


summary: 1 . The proposed action to be 
addressed in the DEIS consists of 
construction of flood control 
improvements to San Jacinto River and 
Tributaries. Cypress Creek. Texas 
Project in Harris and Waller Counties. 
The proposed project would provide for 
protection of rapidly developing 
Houston urban areas now subject to 
frequent stream flooding. 

2. Alternatives to be considered in the 
DEIS include no action, flood plain 
management, unlined earth channel 
improvements with containment of 25, 

50 and 100-year flows within banks, 
unlined earth channel improvements 
providing various levels of protection for 
structures, 25-year trapezoidal earthen 
channel improvements and combination 
earth/composite concrete and earth 
chanel at various levels of protection. 
Other plans to be investigated during 
the study include consideration of flood 
protection in the lower 4 mile reach of 
Cypress Creek and west of U.S. 

Highway 290 and recreation plans to 
complement the Harris County Parkway 
Project. 

3. a. Coordination of the project has 
included public meetings and 
workshops, consultation with local 
governing entities, and a planning aid 
document from the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service. A public meeting was 
held in Houston, Texas on November 23, 
1976 to obtain information on flooding 
problems in Cypress Creek watershed 
and to identify concerns of all interested 
individuals and groups. A second public 
meeting and workshop was held in 
Houston. Texas on April 26. 1979 to 
obtain public views on issues and 
preferences on proposed alternative 
plans. Proposed plans will be developed 


in accordance with Corps of Engineers 
regulations considering the views 
expressed by the public and agencies of 
the local, State, and Federal 
governments. Details of the proposed 
plan will be presented at another public 
meeting prior to submission of a 
Feasibility Report through Corps of 
Engineers channels to Congress for 
consideration. 

3.b. Some important environmental 
considerations to be analyzed as a 
result of past coordination and 
participation include: (1) Preserving 
undeveloped reaches of the flood plain 
of particular natural beauty by 
purchase. (2) limiting removal of 
vegetation on one or both sides of the 
stream in proposed channel right-of-way 
areas to minimize degration of esthetics 
and wildlife habitat, (3) minimizing 
disturbance or removal of potential for 
populations of aquatic organisms in the 
creek from flood control improvements. 
(4) disposal of excavated material in 
areas where environmental damages 
would be minimal, (5) environmentally 
oriented erosion control measures to 
control scouring of stream banks, and 
(6) environmental aspects of flood plain 
management measures. 

3.c. Further coordination and 
consultation will be continued with 
appropriate local, State and Federal 
agencies and interested organizations 
and individuals. 

3. d. Environmental consultation and 
review of the project will be conducted 
in accordance with the requirements of 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
of 1969, Council on Environmental 
Quality Regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500- 
1508), and all other applicable laws, 
regulations and guidelines. 

4. A public meeting specifically to 
determine the scope of the DEIS will not 
be held. However, all previous and 
future input to studies for the project 
will be considered in the scoping 
process. 

5. The DEIS is scheduled to be 
available to the public late in 1980. 

address: Questions about the proposed 
action and DEIS can be answered by 
Mr. C. R. Harbaugh, Chief. 

Environmental Resources Branch. 
Galveston District, Corps of Engineers, 
P.O. Box 1229. Galveston. Texas 77553, 
(713) 763-1211, extension 492. 

Dated: June 11.1979. 

Hinton Y. Crockett, Jr., 

Major. Corps of Engineers Acting District 
Engineer. 

fFR Doc 79-19357 Fifed 6-20-79: 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 3710-GK-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Economic Regulatory Administration 

Estate of Claire Benz-Stoddard; 
Proposed Remedial Order 

Pursuant to 10 CFR § 205.192(c), the 
Economic Regulatory Administration 
(ERA) of the Department of Energy 
hereby gives notice of a Proposed 
Remedial Order which was issued to the 
Estate of Claire Benz-Stoddard (Benz- 
Stoddard). 820 North Harwood, Dallas, 
Texas 75201. This Proposed Remedial 
Order charges Benz-Stoddard with the 
sale of crude oil at prices in excess of 
those permitted by 10 CFR § 212, 
Subpart D in an mount of S87.870.44 
during the period September 1,1973 
through October 31,1977. 

A copy of the Proposed Remedial 
Order, with confidential information 
deleted, may be obtained from Wayne I. 
Tucker, District Manager, Southwest 
District Enforcement, Department of 
Energy. Economic Regulatory 
Administration. P.O. Box 35228. Dallas, 
Texas 75235. or by calling (214) 749- 
7626. On or before July 6,1979, any 
aggrieved person may file a Notice of 
Objection with the Office of Hearings 
and Appeals, 2000 M Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20461. in accordance 
with 10 CFR § 205.193. 

Issued in Dallas, Texas, on the 12th day of 
June, 1979. 

Wayne I. Tucker, 

District Manager. Southwest District 
Enforcement. 

|FR Doc. 7*-1932a Fifed 6-20-7* 8:45 ami 

BILUNG CODE 6450-01-11 


Dated: June 13.1979. 

Barton R. House. 

Acting Deputy Administrator. Economic 
Regulatory Administration. 

Index 


Table 

Title 

1. 

. Allocations of Residual Fuel 04—Dtstnct i —10 

2.. 

CFR 213 15. 

Licenses Pursuant to Presidential Proclamation 

3...... 

4_ 

4655. 

. Fee-paid licenses issued—10 CFR 213.35. 

. Safes offee-exempt licenses—10 CFR 213.22 


BILLING CODE 6450-01-41 


[May 1-31,1979; Release No. 12) 

Mandatory Oil Import Program; Oil 
Import Allocations and Licensing 

The allocations and licenses issued in 
accordance with Presidential 
Proclamation 3279, as amended, during 
the period May 1-31,1979, are for 
imports of petroleum and petroleum 
products given in the following tables. 
The allocations and licenses are listed 
for the appropriate sections of 10 CFR 
213 under which they were issued. 

Also published is a tabulation of the 
fee-paid crude oil and product licenses 
and the sale and reassignment of a fee- 
exempt crude oil license issued during 
the month of May 1979. 
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Office of Assistant Secretary for 
International Affairs 

Proposed Subsequent Arrangement 

Pursuant to Section 131 of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954. as amended (42 
U.S.C. 2160), notice is hereby given of a 
proposed “subsequent arrangement” 
under the Additional Agreement 
Between the Government of the United 
States of America and the European 
Atomic Energy Community (EURATOM) 
Concerning the Peaceful Uses of Atomic 
Energy and the Agreement for 
Cooperation Between the Government 
of the United States of America and the 
Government of Switzerland. 

The subsequent arrangement to be 
carried out under the above mentioned 
agreements involves the following 
retransfer. 

RTD/SD(EU)-25. retransfer from United 
Kingdom to Switzerland of 99 grams of 
uranium enriched to 0.4% U-235,14 grume 
of natural uranium and 18 grams of 
plutonium, for post irradiation tests. These 
materials are contained in four fuel pins. 

In accordance with Section 131 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, 
it has been determined that the 
furnishing of the nuclear material will 
not be inimical to the common defense 
and security. 

This subsequent arrangement will 
take effect no sooner than fifteen days 
after the date of publication of this 
notice. 

For the Dcjpartment of Energy. 

Dated: May 11.1979. 

Harold D. Bengelsdorf. 

Director for Nuclear Affairs. International 
Programs. 

ini Doc. 79-19320 Filed 6-2D-79; *45 nmj 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 

I Docket No. CP78-256] 

Algonquin LNG, Inc.; Revised Date and 
Place of Informal Conference 

June 12.1979. 

Take notice that an informal 
conference in the above-captioned cause 
will now be held on June 21.1979, at 
10:00 a.m. in the offices of the Federal 
Energy' Regulatory Commission at 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E.. Washington. 
D.C. 20425 in lieu of the previously 
scheduled date. All parties should be 
prepared to discuss the technical 
aspects and possible settlement of the 
proposals. All persons are invited to 
attend, but advisj^J that mere 


attendance and/or participation in the 
conference’s discussions will not serve 
to make the same persons formally 
parties to these proceedings. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

ire Doc. 79-19333 Filed 6-20-79: 8 45 «ml 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


(Project No. 2927) 

Aquamac Corp.; Application for Short- 
Form License (Minor) for a 
Constructed Project 

June 12.1979. 

Take notice that on May 9.1979, 
Aquamac Corporation filed an 
application for license (pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U S.C. § 791(a)- 
825(r)J for an existing water power 
project known as the Aquamac Project, 
FERC No. 2927. The project draws its 
water from a system of canals located 
on the Merrimack River, a navigable 
waterway of the United States, in 
Lawrence. Essex County, 

Massachusetts. 

Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to the following 
persons: John E. Thompson, Jr., 

President, Aquamac Corporation, 19 
South Canal Street, Lawrence. 
Massachusetts 01840 and James E. 
McQuire, Goodwin. Procter & Hoar, 28 
State Street. Boston. Massachusetts 
02109. 

Purpose of the Project —Project energy 
is used by the Applicant in its industrial 
operations. Excess power is sold to 
Mcjrrimack Paper Corporation for use in 
paper manufacture. The project 
generating facilities are located in the 
basement of the Applicant's industrial 
building and the project water is drawn 
from the South Canal of the Lawrence 
Project, FERC No. 2800. 

Project Description —The existing 
project, constructed in 1960. consists of: 
(1) a headgate structure at the South 
Canal; (2) a 5-foot diameter 215-foot-long 
steel penstock; (3) a turbine-generator 
unit with an installed capacity of 250 
kW; (4) an 80-foot-long tailrace canal 
emptying into the Merrimack Riven and 
(5) appurtenant facilities. The annual 
generation for the project averages 
1,600,000 kWh. 

Agency Comments —Federal, State, 
and local agencies that receive this 
notice through direct mailing from the 
Commission are requested to provide 
comments pursuant to the Federal 
Power Act. the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act, the Endangered 
Species Act, the National Historic 
Preservation Act, the Historical and 


Archeological Preservation Act. the 
National Environmental Policy Act; Pub. 
L. No. 88-29. and other applicable 
statutes. No other formal requests for 
comments will be made. 

Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
issuance of a license. A copy of the 
application may be obtained directly 
from the applicant. If an agency does not 
file comments within the time set below, 
it will be presumed to have no 
comments. 

Protests and Petitions to Intervene — 
Anyone desiring to be heard to to make 
any protest about this application 
should file a petition to intervene or a 
protest with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure. 18 CFR, § 1.8 or 1.10 (1978). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests filed, but a person who merely 
files a protest does not become a party 
to the proceeding. To become a party or 
to participate in any hearing, a person 
must file a petition to intervene in 
accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. 

Any protest, petition to Intervene, or 
agency comments must be filed on or 
before August 13,1979. The 
Commission’s address is: 825 North 
Capital Street, N.E., Washington. D.C. 
20426. 

The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19334 Filed 6-20-79. 8:45 «m| 

BILUNG CODE 6450-01-M 


(Docket No. EL78-43] 

City of Bountiful, Utah, Utah Power & 
Light Co. and City of Santa Clara, 
Calif., Pacific Gas & Electric Co.; 
Extension of Time 

June 15.1979. 

On May 24,1979, Pacific Gas & 
Electric Company filed a motion for 
extension of time to file initial briefs as 
required by Commission order issued 
May 3.1979, in this proceeding. The 
motion states that additional time is 
requested because of the significance of 
the issues, the volume of relevant 
material, and a pending Freedom of 
Information Act request. A similar 
motion was filed by the Hydroelectric 
Utility Company Group on May 29,1979. 
Staff Counsel and Clark-Cowlitz Joint 
Operating Agency filed answers stating 
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that they do not oppose the extension 
but that thirty days should be the 
maximum extension. Santa Clara filed 
an answer requesting that the period for 
reply briefs be extended to sixty days. 
The City of Bountiful filed an answer in 
opposition to any extensions stating that 
it considers the request unreasonable 
and dilatory. 

Upon consideration, notice is hereby 
given that an extension of time for filing 
initial briefs is granted to and including 
July 27,1979. Reply briefs shall be filed 
on or before September 10,1979. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 79-19332 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am] 

BILLING COOE 6450-01-M 


[Docket Nos. G-4579, et al.l 

Cities Service Co., et al.; Applications 
for Certificates, Abandonment of 
Service and Petitions To Amend 
Certificates 1 

(line 12.1979. 

Take notice that each of the 
Applicants listed herein ha9 filed an 

'This notice does not provide for consolidation 
for hearing of the several matters covered herein. 


application or petition pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act for 
authorization to sell natural gas in 
interstate commerce or to abandon 
service as described herein, all as more 
fully described in the respective 
applications and amendments which are 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this case to 
prescribe a period shorter than 10 days 
for the filing of protests and petitions to 
intervene. Therefore, any person 
desiring to be heard or to make any 
protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 21, 
1979, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestant9 parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 


party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure a hearing will be 
held without further notice before the 
Commission on all applications in which 
no petition to intervene is filed within 
the time required herein if the 
Commission on its own review of the 
matter believes that a grant of the 
certificates or the authorization for the 
proposed abandonment i9 required by 
the public convenience and necessity. 
Where a petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or where the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
to be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Docket No. and date fried 


Applicant 


Purchaser and location 


Price per Met Pressure base 


G-4579, D, 5/14/79__ Cities Service Company, P.O. Bo* 300. Tulsa, Okla- El Paso Natural Gas Company. Waddell No. 1 Wen. (') 

homa 74102. N/2 of SW/4 and S/2 of the NW/4 ot Section 5. 

Block B-7, Public School Lands. Winkler County, 

Texas. 

G-10143, D, 3/12/79... ARCO Oil and Gas Company. Division of Atlantic Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company. Certain acreage (») 

Richfield Company. P.O. Box 2819. Dallas. Texas located in the West Delta Area. Offshore Louai- 
75221 ana. 

C163-1460, F, 5/25/79..Mobil Oil Corporation. Nme Greenway Plaza. Suite Gadaco. Inc., S W. Waukomts Field. Garfield (») 

2700. Houston. Texas 77046. County. Oklahoma. 

CI69-1235. D. 5/8/79___Cities Service Company----Texas Eastern Transmission Corporation. All of (*) 

Mam Pass Block No. 93. OCS-G-1625, m the 
Mam Pass Block 6 Field. Offshore Louisiana. 

Cl70-727, 6/16/78*._Ocean Production Company. (Operator), et at.. P.O. Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corporation. Block... 

Box 61780. New Orleans. La 70161 224 Field. Ship Shoal Area. Offshore Louisiana 

Cl75-22. C. 6/1/79... Gulf OH Corporation, P.O. Box 2t00. Houston, Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company, Vermilion (•) 

Texas 77001. Area Block No. 182, Federal Domain, Onshore 

Louisiana 

077-251. B. 5/22/79___ Ocean Production Company--- United Gas Pipeline Company. Block 94. Eugene Depleted and release of lease 

Island 110 Field. Federal Domain, Offshore Loo- 





1465 


15025 

15.025 


077-532. C. 5/17/79..-_Exxon Corporation. P.O. Box 2180, Houston. Texas 

77001 

079-299.5/31/78_TransOcean Oil, Inc.. 1700 First City East Bldg., 

Houston, Texas 77002. 


Northwest Pipeline Corporation, Fogarty Creek 
Field, Sublette County. Wyoming. 

Southern Natural Gas Company and United Gas 
Pipeline Company (Succ. m Interest to Sea Robin 
Pipeline Company)* Block 331 West Cameron 
Area, OCS-G-3275. Offshore Louisiana. Guff of 
Mexico. 


< T ) 


15025 

15.025 


•Assignment of Oil and Gas Lease and Bill of Sale Effective 8-1-69. Crties assigned all of its right title and interest in and to the committed acreage to H. D Oden. Inc., and no sales have 
been made since that date and the only committed lease was canceled m 10/69. insofar as Cities Service was concerned. 

•Applicant has released and surrendered portions ot State Lease No 987, No 1071 and No. 2551. West Delta Blocks 82. 55 S/2, and 84. respectively. Offshore Louisiana. 

•By Partial Assignment of Oil and Gas Lease, effective 11-30-78. Mobil assigned to Gadsco. Inc., ail of its right, title and interest in and to that certain non producing acreage. 

•Watered out in 1 /78. and an attempt to recomplete the well m 2/78 was unsuccessful and the well was plugged and abandoned This was the last well on the lease and was released on 5- 
13-78. 

'Request to designate Ocean Production Company as Operator, et at., in lieu of Murphy OH Corporation as Operator, et at. 

‘Applicant is willing to accept a permanent certificate at the applicable maximum lawful price m conformance with the Commission s Regulations under the Natural Gas Act and the Natural 
Gas Policy Act of 1978. m accordance with the area and/or national rate dause contained in an Amendatory Agreement between Gulf and Michigan Wisconsin dated 3-27-79. 

'Applicant is filing under Gas Purchase Contract dated 12-22-76, amended by Agreement dated 2-9-78. 

'Sea Robin Pipeline Company has assigned 100% of its interest to Southern Natural Gas Company (50%) and United Gas Pipeline Company (50%) by assignment dated 1-28-79. Trans- 
Ocean wishes to amend thee certificate application to reflect the change in purchasers. 

FHmg Code: A- -Initial Service. B—Abandonment. C—Amendment to add acreage D—Amendment to delete acreage E—Total Succession F—Partial Succession. 
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I Docket No. CP79-334] 

Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.; 
Application 

June 13.1979. 

Take notice that on June 5.1979. 
Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corporation (Columbia Gas). 1700 
MacCorkle Avenue, S. E.. Charleston, 
West Virginia 25314, filed in Docket No. 
CP79-334 an application pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
and operation of mainline taps and an 
interconnecting measuring facility, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open for public inspection. 

Columbia Gas indicates that the 
natural gas facilities would provide an 
additional point of delivery located in 
Shenandoah County, Virginia to 
Washington Gas Light Company 
(Washington), a wholesale customer of 
Columbia Gas. 

In order for Washington to provide 
gas service on an interruptible basis, to 
Johns-Manville Company’s existing 
manufacturing facility located in 
Woodstock, Virginia. Washington would 
require approximately 1,200,000 
dekatherms equivalent of gas annually, 
the application indicates. Further. 
Columbia Gas states that the said plant 
currently uses approximately 9,000,000 
gallons of middle distillate oil annually 
to provide process energy needs in the 
manufacture of insulation used in 
commercial operations, and does not 
currently use any natural gas. 

Columbia Gas indicates that the 
volume to be delivered to Washington at 
the proposed additional point of 
delivery are within Washington's total 
delivery entitlement from Columbia Gas. 

The total cost of the facilities is 
estimated to be $27,100. and the cost 
would be financed from internally 
generated funds. 

Columbia Gas asserts that it 
terminated curtailment on its system on 
April 1,1979 and has advised its 
customers that it would consider 
requests for additional gas volumes. 
Columbia Gas has advised Washington 
that it would be able to provide the 
requested service. 

Columbia Gas asserts that the 
proposed facilities are in the public 
interest in that it would permit Johns- 
Manville to replace its use of middle 
distillate oil with natural gas thereby 


helping to reduce the U.S. balance of 
payments. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 5. 
1979, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission. Washington. 

D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Columbia Gas to appear 
or be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc. 79-19336 Filed 6-20-79. 8:45 am) 

I BILUNG CODE 6450-01-M 


(Docket Nos. CS71-281, et al.) 

Elf Aquitaine, Inc. (Aquitaine Oil Corp.) f 
et al.; Applications for “Small 
Producer’’ Certificates 1 

June 11.1979. 

Take notice that each of the 
Applicants listed herein has filed an 


1 This notice does not provide for consolidation 
for hearing of the several matters covered herein. 


application pursuant to Section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act and § 157.40 of the 
Regulations thereunder for a “small 
producer” certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the sale for resale and delivery of 
natural gas in interstate commerce, all 
as more fully set forth in the 
applications which are on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this case to 
prescribe a period shorter than 10 days 
for the Filing of protests and petitions to 
intervene. Therefore, any person 
desiring to be heard or to make any 
protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 18, 
1979, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20428, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission’s Rules of 
Practice and Procedure, a hearing will 
be held without further notice before the 
Commission on all applications in which 
no petition to intervene is Filed within 
the time required herein if the 
Commission on its own review of the 
matter believes that a grant of the 
certificates is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. Where a 
petition for leave to intervene is timely 
filed, or where the Commission in its 
own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for. unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 
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Docket No. 

Dated Wed 


CS7-281. 

. Sopt 20. 1978 •_ 


CS76-44_.... 

_Nov 21. 1978 *_ 


CS79-429___ 

.. May 15. 1979.. 


CS79-430. 

. May 8, 1979 .. 



CS79-431....._ May 18. 1979 


CS79-433 

may ci, .... 

May 16 1979 

CS79-434 

May 18 1979 .. 

CS79-435_ 

May 22. 1979 _ _ _ 

OS79-436_____ 

May 21. 1979. 

CS79-437... M ,__ 

May 22. 1979 . 

CS79-438 

May 24 1979 

CS79-439....— 

June 5. 1979. 

CS79-440..... 

May 29. 1979_ 

CS79-441 __..._ 

May 29. 1979_ 

CS79-442..___ 

May 30. 1979__ 

CS79-443_/._ 

June 1. 1979_ 


Applicant 


Eft Aquitaine. Inc (Aquitaine OU Corporation). 950 Thread- 
needle. Suite 200. Houston. Ten. 77079. 

Al-Aqurtaine Exploration, Ltd.. 2000 Aquitaine Tower. 540 5th 
Ave., S W. Calgary. Alberta. Canada. T2P OM4 
TABCO Exploration. Inc., PO Box 52154, Lafayette. La 
Loch & Tracy Engmeenng Company. Box 1037. Gainesville. 
Tex 76240. 

Seneca-Upsbur Petroleum, Inc.. P O Drawer P BucKhannon. 
W Va 28201 

Vernon G Bandy. 201 Accola Drive. Bozeman. Mont 59715. 
Republic Mineral Corporation d/b/a "Southern Ofw Gas 
Systems. Inc". PO Box 27406. Houston. Tex. 77027 
Funk Exploration. Inc, 100 Park Ave Bldg., Suite 220. Okla¬ 
homa City. Ok la. 73102 

Nancy Stewart, 3735 So Richmond. Tulsa. Okla 74135 
Estil HHI. Route #2. SandwiHe. W Va 25275. 

Pruet Production Co.. 1515 Capital Towers. Jackson. Miss. 
39201 

Young Oil Corporation. 750 West Fifth Street, Fort Worth. 
Tex 76102 

Larry Thompson. Rural Route. Manter. Kans 67962. 

LEGG Resources, Ltd.. 2643 Dahlia Drive. Grand Junction, 
Co. 81501 

E. W Marks, Jr . 807 Commerce Building, New Orleans. La. 
70112. 

Fred Olsen Inc.. 2550 One Aden Center. Houston. Tex. 
77002 

Robert Lee Rodgers, Jr.. P O. Drawer 445. Wheeler, Tex. 
79096. 


1 Being noticed to reflect a name change and reinstatement of the small producter certificate effective as of 9-20-78, the 
Wing date of the instant application in Docket No CS78-788 

1 Being noticed to reflect a reinstatement of the small producer certificate, effective as of 11-21-78, the Wing date of the 
instant application in Docket No CS79-107. 

(FF Doc. 79-19337 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


[Docket No. CP76-87J 

El Paso Natural Gas Co.; Amendment 

June 13.1979. 

Take notice that on May 22,1979. El 
Paso Natural Gas Company (El Paso), 
P.O. Box 1492, El Paso, Texas 79978, 
filed in Docket No. CP76-87 an 
amendment to its application for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity filed in said docket pursuant 
to Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act so 
as to advise the Commission of the 
existence and nature of certain 
difficulties encountered by El Paso in 
the operation of its Rhodes Reservoir 
Storage Project (Rhodes Reservoir) and 
to modify the operation of Rhodes 
Reservoir in an effort to resolve such 
difficulties, all as more fully set forth in 
the amendment which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 1 

El Paso files this amendment so as to 
advise the Commission of the existence 
and nature of certain difficulties which 
El Paso has encountered in the 
operation of its Rhodes Reservoir under 
existing temporary certificate 
authorization and to amend El Paso‘s 
pending application for a permanent 
certificate for Rhodes Reservoir 
operations so that the application would 


’ This proceeding was commenced before the 
FPC. By joint regulation of October 1.1977 (10 CFR 
1000.1), It was transferred to the Commission. 


include the modified operations 
provided as part of El Paso’s efforts to 
resolve those difficulties. 

It is stated that in 1973, as a result of 
the onset of a general gas supply 
deficiency on its interstate system, El 
Paso recognized the need to secure 
storage capacity for use in protecting 
high-priority service to its east-of- 
Califomia (EOC) customers. At the time, 
the only storage facility immediately 
available to El Paso was Rhodes 
Reservoir, it is stated. El Paso estimated 
that the total volume of gas then 
remaining in the reservoir equalled some 
11,700,000 Mcf, of which approximately 
11,200,000 Mcf was believed to be 
ultimately recoverable. Accordingly, El 
Paso was granted a limited-term 
certificate in Docket No. CP73-334 
authorizing the reactivation of Rhodes 
Reservoir and the effectuation of 
injection and withdrawal operations 
through the end of the 1973-74 winter 
season. El Paso states that injections 
under that limited-term certificate in 
1973 totalled some 5,100.000 Mcf of gas, 
which raised the gas inventory in 
Rhodes Reservoir from approximately 
11.700,000 Mcf to a new level of 
approximately 16.800,000. The 16.800.000 
Mcf was composed of some 14,600,000 
Mcf which was considered to be cushion 
gas and 2,100,000 Mcf which was 
considered as working gas, and 
provided an estimated first-day 
withdrawal deliverability of 63 MMcf. 

No withdrawals were required for EOC 


high-priority service protection during 
the 1973-74 winter season. 

On September 17.1975, El Paso filed 
its applications in Docket No. CP76-87 
for a certificate of unlimited duration 
authorizing the continued operation of 
the Rhodes Reservoir storage facilities 
and the transportation and delivery to El 
Paso’s east-of-Califomia customers of 
natural gas withdrawn from Rhodes 
Reservoir as necessary to protect 
service to those customers’ Priority 1 
and 2 requirements. El Paso also 
tendered for Commission acceptance 
certain proposed tariff provisions which 
were intended to revise its FERC Gas 
Tariff as necessary to permit 
implementation of the proposed long¬ 
term operation of Rhodes Reservoir. 
Additionally, El Paso requested that the 
proposed Rhodes Reservoir operations 
be permitted to go forward under a 
temporary certificate, and that the 
related tariff revisions be permitted to 
go into effect pending the Commission's 
disposition of El Paso’s application for a 
permanent certificate. El Paso states 
that the Commission granted temporary 
certificate authorization for the 
proposed extended Rhodes Reservoir 
storage operations, and permitted the 
related proposed tariff revisions to 
become effective, subject to further 
Commission order, through April 30, 
1976. The term of the temporary 
certificate and tariff authorizations was 
extended on a year-to-year basis by the 
Commission on October 15,1976 and 
July 28,1977, states El Paso. The 
Commission extended the terms of those 
authorizations for a period to end on the 
date of the Commission’s final order on 
El Paso’s application for certificate 
authorization. 

El Paso states that Rhodes Reservoir 
has a maximum authorized inventory of 
25,866.000 Mcf of natural gas of which 
14,600,000 Mcf is cushion gas and 
11,266,000 Mcf is working gas and has 
been utilized to a limited extent during 
the 1973-74 through the 1977-78 heating 
seasons. During the 1978-79 heating 
season, colder-than-normal weather 
occurred in the El Paso service area and 
for the first time since the Rhodes 
Reservoir was recommissioned as a 
storage facility, El Paso was required to 
withdraw maximum daily quantities of 
gas over an extended period of time. El 
Paso states that these operational 
requirements established that the 
maximum daily withdrawal capability 
of 100,000 Mcf obtained during 
operational tests conducted in 1975 was 
not available under the stablilized 
reservoir conditions existing in the 1978- 
79 heating season. El Paso also states 
that the actual initial maximum daily 
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withdrawal rate declined from 
approximately 83.000 Mcf on the first 
day of withdrawal to approximately 
35.000 Mcf on the last day. No injections 
were made into Rhodes Reservoir during 
the 1978-79 winter season with the 
result that the gas inventory was drawn 
down from 25,900,000 Mcf at the 
beginning of that period, to 20,800,000 
Mcf at the end. 

El Paso has determined that the 
failure to achieve the anticipated daily 
withdrawal rates was occasioned by a 
lessening of pressures over time in the 
strata at the base of the storage 
injection/withdrawal wells. El Paso has 
ascertained that there is sufficient 
pressure communication to have 
permitted some migration of gas over 
such period away from the base of the 
storage wells and toward areas where 
pressures have been reduced through 
continuing gas production both within 
and outside of the storage unit. 

El Paso states that certain steps must 
be taken to check the pressure-induced 
migration of gas which has now been 
indentified, and to prevent the 
reoccurrence of such migration in the 
future. Accordingly, El Paso proposes to 
acquire the storage rights incident to the 
non-committed acreage within the 
storage unit boundaries on which are 
located certain gas wells to which gas 
has migrated and to convert those wells 
to storage injection/withdrawal wells. 

El Paso indicates that the termination of 
production from such wells and their 
conversion to injection/withdrawal 
wells would substantially foreclose the 
possibility of further losses of gas, while 
causing only a minimal reduction in El 
Paso's system gas supply. 

In the interim, El Paso proposes to 
continue to monitor reservoir pressures 
to determine the direction and extent of 
any further migration of gas from 
committed storage acreage and, if such 
migration is observed, to withdraw gas 
from the reservoir as necessary to 
foreclose such migration. El Paso 
proposes to transport and deliver any 
gas so withdrawn to Northwest Pipeline 
Corporation (Northwest) at existing 
delivery points in the San Juan Basin for 
the account of Clay Basin Storage 
Company (Storage Company), and there 
to sell such gas to Storage Company, all 
pursuant to the Clay Basin Interim 
Storage Arrangements which are 
currently being implemented under 
temporary certificate authority granted 
by the Commission at Docket No. CP76- 
285, et qL Such operation would permit 
such gas as may be withdrawn from 
Rhodes Reservoir to continue to be 
available for ultimate use in protecting 
EOC high-priority service in the future. 


El Paso would modify its special Rate 
Schedule X-40, which sets forth the 
terms and conditions upon which El 
Paso sells gas to Storage Company, to 
provide that the price paid by Storage 
Company for gas withdrawn from 
Rhodes Reservoir and delivered to 
Northwest for Storage Company’s 
account shall be equal to the sum of (i) 

El Paso’s investment per Mcf in such 
storage gas withdrawn from Rhodes 
Reservoir as determined on a first-in- 
first out basis, and (ii) El Paso's 
Mainline Transmission Charge- 
Califomia, as reflected at Sheet No. 1- 
D.2 of El Paso’s FERC Gas Tariff, Third 
Revised Volume No. 2, as the same may 
be in effect from time to time, rather 
than the rate equivalent to El Paso's 
Rate Schedule “G” rate which is 
otherwise charged for gas sold to 
Storage Company under that special 
Rate Schedule. El Paso would credit to 
Account 191, at the time of the sale of 
gas withdrawn from Rhodes Reservoir 
to Storage Company, that portion of its 
revenues derived from such sale which 
is attributable to the inclusion of the 
Mainline Transmission Charge- 
Califomia in the calculation of the sales 
rate. El paso asserts that through the 
operation of the Clay Basin 
arrangements and of El Paso’s existing 
surcharge mechanism to recover its 
costs incident thereto, the benefits of the 
lower rate to be paid by Storage 
Company for the gas from Rhodes 
Reservoir would devolve entirely to El 
Paso’s EOC customers having high- 
priority requirements, both through the 
lower carrying costs on Storage 
Company’s investment in said gas and 
through the ultimate flow-through to 
those EOC customers of the 
appreciation in the price of such gas 
through the time of its ultimate 
withdrawal from Clay Basin storage for 
EOC high-priority service protection. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
amendment should on or before July 5. 
1979. file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20428. a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 


Commission's Rules. Persons having 
heretofore filed need not do so again. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 70-19338 Filed 8-20-70. 8:45 am| 

BILLING COD£ 6450-01-M 


[Docket No. CP79-3351 

El Paso Natural Gas Co.; Application 

June 12,1979 

Take notice that on June 5.1979, El 
Paso Natural Gas Company (Applicant). 
P.O. Box 1492, El Paso. Texas 79978, 
filed in Docket No. CP79-335 an 
application pursuant to Section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the construction and 
operation of certain facilities offshore 
Texas, which facilities are necessary to 
connect existing intrastate pipeline 
facilities of Houston Pipe Line Company 
(Houston) located on Padre Island. 
Kleberg County, Texas, to certain new 
production platforms in the Mustang 
Island Area, offshore Texas, all as more 
fully set forth in the application on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Pursuant to gas purchase contracts 
dated April 10.1979, with Samedan Oil 
Corporation, et al., Texas Pacific Oil 
Company, Inc. and Home Petroleum 
Corporation, Applicant has contracted 
the right to purchase all natural gas 
produced by such producers from Tracts 
818-L and 820-L in the North Chevron 
(offshore Texas) Gas Field, which field 
is located some 11 miles east of Mustang 
Island and the City of Corpus Christi in 
offshore Texas waters, and is said to 
possess present proven gas reserves of 
approximately 259.000.000 Mcf, with an 
indicated ultimate daily availability in 
excess of 100.000 Mcf. Applicant states 
that essentially all of this supply is 
attributable to the interests of the 
Samedan producer group which are 
parties to the above-mentioned gas 
purchase agreements. Additionally, 
Applicant feels that there are other 
offshore Texas properties and prospects 
within reasonable proximity of the 
North Chevron gas field and Applicant's 
proposed offshore Texas gas 
transmission facilities that possess 
proven and probable reserves, the 
production from which could reasonably 
be brought to and transported onshore 
by means of the proposed facilities and 
which therefore further support the 
viability of Applicant’s proposed 
facilities. Included within this areas is 
Applicant’s recently acquired 50 percent 
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leasehold interest in 14 offshore tracts 
containing 14,105 acres. 

The price which Applicant would pay 
for gas purchased under the gas 
purchase contracts is said to be 211.6 
cents per million Btu's commencing 
January 1,1979, increasing quarterly by 
an amount equal to 2-Vfe percent above 
the price provided for the immediately 
preceding calendar quarter, but not to 
exceed price ceilings imposed by the 
Natural Gas Policy Act (NGPA). 

Applicant proposes to construct 
approximately 15.1 miles of 20-inch O.D. 
trunk pipeline connecting Houston’s 
existing intrastate pipeline on Padre 
Island to production Platform “A” in the 
Mustang Island Area and to construct 
and operate approximately 0.24-mile of 
6-%-inch O.D. 1.60 miles of 8- 1 * * * 5 /s-inch 
O.D. and 1.02 miles of 10-y4-inch O.D. 
lateral pipeline necessary to connect 
Platforms “B”, “E” and “F* with the 20- 
inch O.D. trunk pipeline. Additionally, 
as part of the proposed project, 
Applicant would construct and operate 
pursuant to Section 2.55(a) of the 
Commission’s General Policy and 
Interpretations (18 CFR 2.55(a)) certain 
additional offshore facilities necessary 
to effectuate the transportation and 
delivery arrangements set forth herein. 
The proposed facilities would consist of 
dehydration units, the necessary 
measurement and flow control devices 
on each of the platforms and an 
automatic pig launcher at Platform “A”. 
The construction of the proposed 
offshore facilities is estimated to cost 
$14,123,403, which cost Applicant 
proposes to finance through internally 
generated funds. 

Applicant states that the proposed 
facilities would enable it to receive, for 
use in serving its existing interstate 
pipeline system customers, natural gas 
supplies produced from offshore areas 
and transported by Houston, Channel 
Industries, Inc. (Channel) and Oasis 
Pipeline Company (Oasis) \ for 
Applicant’s account, to Applicant’s 
interstate system in West Texas. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before June 26, 
1979. file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 


1 Houston, Channel and Oasis are intrastate 

pipeline companies not subject to the jurisdiction of 

the Commission. The transportation arrangements 

entered into by Applicant with said intrastate 

pipeline companies would be conducted pursuant to 
Section 311(a)(2) of the NGPA and Subpart B of Part 
284 of the Commission’s Interim Regulations 
Implementing the NGPA. it is indicated. 


1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commision’9 Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Ga9 Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc 79-79338 Filed 8-20-79; 8:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 6450-01-M 


[Docket No. G-6086, et al l 

MAPCO Production Co. (Successor to 
MAPCO, Inc.); Redesignation 

June 12,1979 

On January 29,1979, MAPCO 
Production Company (Applicant) filed 
an application for certificate of public 
convenience and necessity to render 
service previously authorized by the 
Commission in certificates of public 
convenience and necessity issued to 
MAPCO, Inc., and for substitution of 
MAPCO Production Company for 
MAPCO Inc., in proceedings presently 
pending before the Commission in 
Docket No. RI78-93 and RM79-3. 
Effective December 31,1978, MAPCO 
Inc., assigned and transferred all of its 
oil and gas properties to MAPCO 
Production Company. Applicant is 
requesting that all of MAPCO Inc’s., 
related rate schedules be redeginated in 
the name of MAPCO Production 
Company and that the same rate 
schedule numbers be assigned to them 


as were assigned to MAPCO Inc., to 
facilitate administrative efficiency, all 
as more fully set forth in the attached 
“Appendix" hereto. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 3, 
1979, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, petitions to intervene or 
protests in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file petitions to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

Appendix 


Rate Schedule Supplement 


Docket No. 

No. 

No. 

Purchaser 

G-10133... 

1 

19 

Colorado Interstate Gas 
Co. 

G-15050.. 

2 

15 

Mississippi River 
Transmission Corp. 

G-15052... 

4 

19 

Mississippi River 
Transmission Corp. 

G-15052... 

5 

23 

Mississippi River 
Transmission Corp. 

G-18148... 

6 

22 

Northern Natural Gas 

Co. 

G-16146... 

7 

17 

Colorado Interstate Gas 
Ca 

G-16146... 

8 

20 

Colorado Interstate Gas 
Co. 

G-16146.. 

9 > 

9 

Northern Natural Gas 

Co. 

G-16146._ 

10 

49 

Northern Natural Gas 

Co. 

G-6086... 

11 

13 

Northern Natural Gas 

Co. 

G-6086.... 

12 

12 

Southwestern Public 
Service Co. 

C167-337 . 

14 

6 

Southwestern Public 
Service Co. 

G-19480.. 

16 

17 

Colorado Interstate Gas 
Co. 

G-20148. 

17 

15 

Colorado Interstate Gas 
Ca 

Cl74-302.. 

19 

7 

Northern Natural Gas 

Ca 

074-646.. 

20 

8 

Northern Natural Gas 

Co. 

Cl75-30... 

21 

8 

Northern Natural Gas 

Ca 

075-151. 

22 

6 

Northern Natural Gas 

Co. 

075-243.. 

23 

4 

Florida Gas 

Transmission Co. 

076-397.. 

24 

8 

Colorado interstate Gas 
Co 

076-577.. 

25 

4 

Florida Gas 

Transmission Co. 

077-747 • 

26 

3 

Florida Gas 

Transmission Co. 

077-748.. 

27 

3 

Florida Gas 


Transmission Ca 

' Temporary certificates issued September 30,1977. 

(FR Doc. 79-19340 Filed 6-20-79: 6:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 64SO-01-M 
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I Project No. 2928] 

Merrimack Paper Co.; Application for 
Short-Form License (Minor) for a 
Constructed Project 

|une 12,1979. 

Take notice on May 9,1979, 

Memmack Paper Company filed an 
application for license [pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act. 16 U.S.C. § 791(a)- 
825(r)] for an existing water power 
project known as the Merrimack Project, 
FERC Project No. 2928. The project 
draws its water from a system of canals 
located on the Merrimack River, a 
navigable waterway of the United 
States, in Lawrence. Essex County, 
Massachusetts. 

Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to the following 
persons: James E. McGuire. Goodwin, 
Proctor & Hoar. 28 State Street, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02109 and John E. 
Thompson. Jr.. President, Merrimack 
Paper Company, 19 South Canal Street, 
Lawrence, Massachusetts 01840. 

Purpose of the Project —Project energy 
is used by the Applicant in the operation 
of its paper manufacturing plant. 

Project Description —The existing 
project constructed between 1949 and 
1960 consists of three separate 
developments each comprising a 
headgate structure on the South Canal 
of the Lawrence Project No. 2800. 
penstock, turbine-generator, tailrace 
canal emptying into the Merrimack 
River and appurtenant facilities. Each 
development is fully described as 
follows: No. 1: (1) A headgate structure; 
(2) a gunite-lined, riveted-steel penstock 
5 feet in diameter and 270 feet long 
extending to; (3) a Holyoke water wheel 
directly connected to a 138 kW 
generator; (4) a tailrace canal 18 feet 
long and; (5) appurtenant facilities. No. 

2: (1) A headgate structure; (2) a gunite- 
lined riveted-steel penstock 6 feet 4 
inches in diameter and 270 feet long 
extending to; (3) an S. Morgan Smith 
wheel directly connected to a 400 kW 
generator: (4) a tailrace canal 15 feet 
long and; (5) appurtenant facilities. No. 

3: (1) A headgate structure; (2) a rivited- 
penstock 8 feet 9 inches in diameter and 
250 feet long extending to; (3) an S. 
Morgan Smith water wheel directly 
connected to a 550 kW generator; (4) a 
tailrace canal 80 feet long and; (5) 
appurtenant facilities. The generating 
facilities of each development are 
located in the basements of separate 
Applicant-owned industrial buildings. 
The project's average annual generation 
is 7.300.000 kWh. 


Agency Comments —Federal, State, 
and local agencies that receive this 
notice through direct mailing from the 
Commission are requested to provide 
comments pursuant to the Federal 
Power Act, the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act, the Endangered 
Species Act, the National Historic 
Preservation Act, the Historical and 
Archeological Preservation Act, the 
National Environmental Policy Act, Pub. 
L. No. 88-29, and other applicable 
statutes. No other formal requests for 
comments will be made. 

Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
issuance of a license. A copy of the 
application may be obtained directly 
from the applicant. If an agency does not 
file comments within the time set below, 
it will be presumed to have no 
comments. 

Protests and Petitions to Intervene .— 
Anyone desiring to be heard or to make 
any protest about this application 
should file a petition to intervene or a 
protest with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR, § 1.8 or 1.10 (1978). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests filed, but a person who merely 
files a protest does not become a party 
to the proceeding. To become a party or 
to participate in any hearing, a person 
must file a petition to intervene in 
accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. 

Any protest, petition to intervene, or 
agency comments must be filed on or 
before August 13.1979. The 
Commission’s address is: 825 North 
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington. D.C. 
20426. 

The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-1M41 Filed 6-20-79: ft:45 am) 

[BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


I Project No. 2363] 

Potlatch Corp.; Application for 
Amendment of License 

June 12,1979. 

Take notice that application for 
amendment of license was filed on 
March 9,1979, under the Federal Power 
Act (16 U.S.C. §§ 791a-825r). by Potlatch 
Corporation (Applicant) 


(Correspondence to: Mr. Floyd D. Rudy: 
Rudy. Prevost and Seitz; 123 Avenue C; 
Cloquet, Minnesota 55720) for the 
Cloquet Project, FERC No. 2363. The 
constructed project is located on the 
Saint Louis River in Carlton County. 
Minnesota. 

The Applicant requests that its license 
be amended to authorize the 
abandonment of generating units. 2, 3 
and 4 and the installation of a new 
generating unit. Units 2, 3 and 4 were 
installed between 1913 and 1921 and 
have a combined installed capacity of 
2,004 kW. Applicant states that these 
are old, inefficient and unreliable units; 
and that it would not be economically 
feasible to renovate them. Existing units 
1, 5 and 6 with a combined installed 
capacity of 3,514 kW would remain in 
operation in accordance with the 
present license. The new generating unit 
is proposed to be located next to the 
existing unit 1 and would have an 
installed capacity of 3.000 kW. The 
abandonment of units 2. 3 and 4 and the 
installation of the new unit would 
increase generating capacity of the 
project from 5,518 kW to 6,514 kW, an 
increase of 996 kW. All power generated 
would be used by the Applicant in their 
paper mills. 

Anyone desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest about this application 
should file a petition to intervene or a 
protest with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR § 1.8 or § 1.10 (1977). 
In determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests filed, but a person who merely 
files a protest does not become a party 
to the proceeding. To become a party, or 
to participate in any hearing, a person 
must file a petition to intervene in 
accordance with the Commission’s 
Rules. Any protest or petition to 
intervene must be filed on or before July 
21.1979. The Commission’s address is: 
825 N. Capitol Street NE., Washington, 

D C. 20426. 

The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|KR Doc. 79-19342 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am) 

(BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 
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[Docket Nos. RP74-6 and RP72-74] 

Southern Natural Gas Co.; Order 
Approving Settlement Amending 
Previous Settlement Prescribing 
Curtailment Plan and Reopening 
Record for the Limited Purpose of 
Receiving Modified Stipulation and 
Agreement and Granting Intervention 

}une 12. 1979 

On December 13.1978, Southern 
Natural Gas Company (Southern) filed a 
petition requesting that the Commission 
approve an amendment to the 
stipulation and agreement that it had 
adopted in its Opinion No. 5. 1 

On August 9,1977. Southern and its 
customers entered into a stipulation and 
agreement which was approved by the 
Commission in its Opinion No. 5. 
Southern asserts that its requested 
amendment to the stipulation and 
agreement approved by the Commission 
on Opinion No. 5 is necessary in order 
to enable it to reflect the change in the 
thermal content of some of its gas 
deliveries resulting from the 
introduction of vaporized liquified 
natural gas (LNG) into its system. 
Southern therefore requests that the 
Commission approve the modified 
stipulation and agreement and amend 
Opinion No. 5 in order to incorporate 
these proposed changes into its 
permanent curtailment plan. 2 

On July 10.1978, Southern Energy 
Company placed in service its facilites 
to receive, store and regasify LNG and 
commenced initial deliveries of 
regasified LNG to Southern. The 
implications of introducing large 
volumes of high Btu regasified LNG into 
Southern’s System at a point far 
removed from its traditional sources of 
supply had not been considered in the 
August 9,1977, stipulation and 
agreement that was subsequently 
approved by the Commission in its 
Opinion No. 5. Southern and its 
customers, therefore, agreed to submit a 
modified stipulation and agreement to 
the Commission in order to assure the 
equitable allocation on its system of the 
increased high Btu regasified LNG that it 


’See “Opinion and Order Approving Settlement 
Pre&r.ribing Permanent Curtailment Plan" issued in 
the proceedings entitled Southern Natural Gas 
Company, et al.. Docket Nos. RP74-8. et aL on 
November 17.1977 (Opinion No. 5). 

’Southern's modified stipulation and agreement 
Hied with its December 13.1978. petition, has the 
unanimous support of its customers and the 
Commission Staff. Staff merely reserves its right to 
analyze the facts of individual cUinft for 
adjustment of facilities paid prior to Commission 
approval of same. 


purchases from Southern Energy 
Company. Southern stresses that the 
change of its curtailment allocations to a 
thermal basis does not affect the 
curtailment procedures prescribed in 
Opinion No. 5 and does not involve any 
issue under the Natural Gas Policy Act 
of 1978. 3 

Southern and its customers have 
agreed that the proceedings in Docket 
Nos. RP74-6 and RP72-74 (Phase l and 
Phase II) should be reopened for the sole 
purpose of submitting and incorporating 
this modified stipulation and agreement 
into the record provided that no 
objection to the modified stipulation and 
agreement is received. 

The modifications agreed to by the 
parties amend Article III of the August 
9th Stipulation by adding the following 
Subsection 2 thereto: 

During the period that the permanent 
curtailment plan provided in this 
Stipulation and Agreement is in effect. 
Southern shall base and issue its 
curtailment orders, assess penalties and 
make demand charge credits pursuant to 
Section 9 of its FERC Gas Tariff, Sixth 
Revised Volume No. 1, on the following 
procedures: 

(a) Daily curtailment orders pursuant 
to Section 9.3 shall be given in both 
MMBtu per day and !he thermally 
equivalent Mcf per day. All MMBtu 
orders shall be based on the daily 
estimated thermal content of the gas to 
be delivered to each customer and 
related to the customers’ requirements 
in the Index of Requirements adjusted to 
a thermal basis. For the purpose of this 
Subsection 2(a), thermal requirements 
will be determined by multiplying 
uniformly all Mcf requirements in the 
Index of Requirements by the factor 
1.03. Southern shall estimate the thermal 
content of the gas to be delivered to 
meet the thermal requirements of its 
customers and provide each customer 
with a curtailment order or orders in 
MMBtu per day and in equivalent Mcf 
per day based on the thermal content of 
the gas estimated to be delivered to that 
customer. 

(b) On any day that the limitation in 
Section 9.7 of Southern's FERC Gas 
Tariff is in effect for a Purchaser, 
curtailment orders pursuant to 
Subsection 2(a) above shall recognize 
the thermal adjustment to that 
Purchaser's gas requirements by 

*At the time the curtailment plan prescribed by 
Opinion No. 5 was put into effect the thermal 
content of an Mcf of gas throughout Southern's 
System was substantially uniform making the 
volumetric unit of an Mcf a reasonable basis for 
allocation. The introduction of high Btu content LNG 
at the eastern end of Southern's system has thrown 
such thermal equivalence out of balance and makes 
necessary the modified stipulation and agreement. 


increasing the limitation in Mcf on such 
day pursuant to Section 9.7 by 
multiplying said limitation by the factor 
1.03. 

(c) On any day during which 
curtailment orders are issued pursuant 
to Subsection 2(a) of this Article Ill, gas 
taken in excess of said curtailment 
orders shall be determined by 
comparing the actual Mcf and MMBtu’s 
taken on that day by a Purchaser with 
the curtailment orders issued to that 
Purchaser. Southern will not assess the 
charges required by Section 9.4(1) of its 
FERC Gas Tariff if either: (i) the volume 
of gas taken by a Purchaser in Mcf did 
not exceed the daily Mcf curtailment 
order or (ii) the MMBtu taken by a 
Purchaser did not exceed the daily 
MMBtu curtailment order. 

(d) During the period Southern issues 
a curtailment order pursuant to Section 
2(a) of Article III requiring a Purchaser 
to limit takes of gas to less than 
Purchaser’s thermal requirements within 
such Purchaser’s Contract Demand, or 
grouped Contract Demands. Demand 
Charge Credits required by Section 
9.6(2) of Southern's FERC Gas Tariff 
shall be made on the difference between 
the Purchaser's thermal requirements 
within Contract Demand or Grouped 
Contract Demands as determined in 
Subsection 2(a) above and Southern's 
MMBtu allocation order. For purposes of 
making the Demand Charge Credit, this 
difference shall be stated in Mcf by 
dividing the difference in MMBtu by 
1.03. Except for computation required by 
this Subsection 2(d), all of the 
procedures of section 9.6 shall be 
applicable in the determination of 
Demand Charge Credits and DCC 
Surcharge Adjustments. 

(e) Except a9 provided in Subsections 
2 (a), (b), (c) and (d), nothing in this 
Section 2 of Article Ill shall be deemed 
to modify or change the provisions of 
Section 9 of Southern's FERC Gas Tariff. 

Paragraphs (a) and (b) of Subsection 2 
of the amended stipulation provide that 
daily curtailment orders issued pursuant 
to Section 9.3 of Southern’s FERC Gas 
Tariff Sixth Revised Volume No. 1, shall 
be given in both MMBtu per day and 
thermally equivalent Mcf per day. 
Southern and its customers have agreed 
to amend their August 9.1977, 

Stipulation in order to establish a 
thermal curtailment basis that would 
eliminate any thermal imbalance in 
different sections of its service area 
resulting under its currently effective 
curtailment plan from the introduction of 
high Btu regasified LNG on the eastern 
end of its system. Southern's customer 
requirements are stated in Mcf in the 
Index of Requirements that is provided 
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for pursuant to the provisions of its 
currently effective curtailment plan. 

Since the gas delivered by Southern 
throughout its system has historically 
had an average heat value of 1030 Btu 
per cubic foot, it is proposed in the 
amended stipulation that the 
requirements reflected in the Index of 
Requirements be multiplied by a factor 
of 1.03 for the sole purpose of facilitating 
the conversion to the proposed MMBtu 
thermal basis. The Commission finds 
that the maintenance of thermally 
equivalent service throughout 
Southern’s system it is required by the 
public interest. It will, therefore, 
approve the amended settlement 
proposed by the modified stipulation 
and agreement between Southern and 
its customers filed with the Commission 
on December 13,1978. 

Paragraph (c) of Subsection 2 of the 
proposed stipulation in effect provides 
for the assessment of over-run penalties 
consistent with the modified MMBtu 
thermal basis proposed in the 
stipulation. Paragraph (d) of Subsection 
2, in recognition of the modified thermal 
basis upon which Southern will 
predicate its curtailment orders, requires 
that the difference between the thermal 
requirements within a customer’s 
contract demand and the proposed 
MMBtu allocation orders issued to that 
customer be divided by a factor of 1.03 
for ihe purpose of determining demand 
charge credits provided for under 
Section 9.0(2) of Southern's FERC Gas 
Tariff. This conversion will assure that 
customers receive demand charge 
credits in precisely the same manner as 
they did prior to the modified thermal 
basis proposed herein. 

The only other major change proposed 
to the August 9,1977, Stipulation is that 
reflected by the addition of the new 
Subsection 3 to Article III of the 
amended Stipulation between Southern 
and its customers. Subsection 3 was 
included in the amended stipulation 
because some of the purchasers of 
natural gas from Southern and resale 
distributor customers receiving 
regasified LNG may be required to 
adjust or modify their facilities in order 
to accommodate the higher Btu 
regasified LNG being introduced into 
Southern's system. It was agreed in the 
amended stipulation that direct or 
indirect incremental costs incurred by 
such purchasers or resale distributor 
customers undertaking such facility 
modifications would be reimbursed 
through a surcharge, including interest 
at 9 percent per annum, that would be 
imposed by Southern for such purpose 
upon its jurisdictional sales. A cost 
verification committee to be established 


will review the propriety, necessity and 
reasonableness of the cost incurred by 
such purchasers receiving volumes of 
regasified LNG. 4 

The Commission recognizes that all of 
Southern's jurisdictional customers will 
be the beneficiaries of the noted 
additional supply of high Btu regasified 
LNG and that only those purchasers that 
must take this high Btu gas will be 
compelled to incur costs to modify their 
facilities. The Commission therefore 
finds that the surcharge to be imposed 
upon the jurisdictional sales and agreed 
to between Southern and its customers 
is in the public interest. 

On December 29,1978, Piedmont 
Natural Gas Company, Inc. (Piedmont) 
requested permission to intervene in the 
above-styled proceedings. In its petition 
requesting intervention, Piedmont 
contends that it will be required to 
modify its facilities because of the 
introduction of high Btu LNG into 
Southern’s system. Nevertheless, 
Piedmont does not oppose the amended 
stipulation and agreement nor does it 
request a formal hearing. 

After due notice of the amended 
stipulation and agreement between 
Southern and its customers filed with 
the Commission in the instant 
proceedings on December 13,1978, by 
publication in the Federal Register on 
May 9.1979, 44 FR 27247, no protests or 
additional petitions to intervene have 
been filed. 

The Commission finds: 

(1) The Stipulation and Agreement 
entered into between Southern and its 
customers and filed with the 
Commission on December 13.1978, in 
Docket Nos. RP74-6 and RP72-74 (Phase 
I and Phase II) for the purpose of 
amending the Stipulation and 
Agreement filed in these proceedings on 
August 9,1977. is in the public interest 
and should be accepted. 

(2) The docketed proceedings at RP74- 
6 and RP72-74 should be reopened for 
the limited purpose of receiving the 
Stipulation and Agreement entered into 
between Southern and its customers and 
filed with the Commission on December 
13,1978. 

(3) Piedmont’s participation in these 
proceedings may be in the public 
interest. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) The Stipulation and Agreement 
entered into between Southern and its 
customers in the above-styled 
proceedings filed with the Commission 
on December 13,1978, for the purpose of 
amending the August 9,1977, Stipulation 
and Agreement that was approved by 


4 The cost verification committee will be made up 
of a number of Southern s customers. 


the Commission in its Opinion No. 5 
(-FERC-) issued on November 

17.1977. in these proceedings is adopted 
by the Commission. 

(B) The docketed proceedings at 
RP74-6 and RP72-74 are hereby 
reopened for the limited purpose of 
receiving into the record thereof the 
amended Stipulation and Agreement 
filed with the Commission on December 

13.1978, in these proceedings. 

(C) The curtailment plan approved by 
the Commission for Southern in its 
Opinion No. 5 issued in these 
proceedings on November 17,1977, as 
modified by the amended Stipulation 
and Agreement filed with the 
Commission on December 13,1978, in 
these proceedings, is just and 
reasonable and Southern’s permanent 
curtailment plan shall be accordingly 
modified effective as of the issuance 
date of this order subject to further 
order of the Commission. 

(D) Within thirty days after the 
issuance date of this order Southern will 
file appropriate tariff sheets to its FERC 
Gas Tariff reflecting those changes 
approved by the Commission in this 
order. Upon acceptance of these tariff 
sheets by the Commission they will be 
given retroactive effect by the 
Commission to the issuance date of this 
order. 

(E) Piedmont is permitted to intervene 
in these proceedings subject to the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission; 
provided, however, that the 
participation of Piedmont shall be 
limited to matters effecting asserted 
rights and interests as specifically set 
forth in its petition to intervene; and, 
Provided further, that the admission of 
Piedmont shall not be construed as 
recognition by the Commission that it 
might be aggrieved because of any order 
of the Commission entered in these 
proceedings. 

By the Commission. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19343 Filed 9-20-79; 8.45 wm) 

BILLING COOE 6450-01-M 


[Docket No. CI79-4431 

Texaco, Inc.; Application 

June 12.1979. 

Take notice that on May 11.1979, 
Texaco Inc., P.O. Box 52332, Houston. 
Texas 77052, filed in Docket No. CI79- 
443 an application pursuant to Section 7 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the constuction and 
operation of 1.1 miles of 18-inch gas 
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gathering line connecting existing 
Platforms “A” and “B” in the Tiger 
Shoal Field located in the Federal 
domain, Offshore, Louisiana, all a9 more 
fully set forth in the application on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

It is indicated that the installation and 
operation of the 18-inch pipeline is 
necessary to maintain gas and liquid 
availability from the Tiger Shoal Field. It 
is stated that the total cost of the 
proposed facilities is Si .050.000.00 which 
cost Texaco would finance from funds 
on hand. 

Texaco states that installation of the 
line will assist Texaco in maintaining its 
ability to deliver contracted gas 
production from the Tiger Shoal Field 
into its Henry Plant for processing and 
ultimate sale to Texas Gas Transmission 
Corporation and Natural Gas Pipeline 
Company of America as well as the 
remaining gas volumes authorized for 
delivery to Sabine Pipe Line Company. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 3. 
1979, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests Filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 


unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19344 Filed 9-30-79. 8:45 am} 

OIUJHQ COOt 6450-01-44 


(Docket No. CP79-320) 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp.; 
Application 

June 12.1979. 

Take notice that on May 21,1979, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
(Texas Gas). P.O. Box 1160, Owensboro. 
Kentucky 42301, filed in Docket No. 
CP79-320 an application pursuant to 
Section 7 of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the retention in 
place and construction of facilities so as 
to permit Texas Gas to transport 
volumes of natural gas for the account of 
Louisiana Intrastate Gas Corporation 
(LJG), all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Texas Gas and LIG have entered into 
a transportation agreement dated May 
16,1979, whereby Texas Gas would 
transport on an interruptible basis and 
deliver volumes of natural gas up to 
100,000 Mcf per day to UG pursuant to 
Section 311(a)(l)(A)(ii) of the Natural 
Gas Policy Act (NGPA) and Part 284—^ 
Subpart A of the Commission’s 
Regulations under the NGPA. LIG would 
cause the volumes to be transported to 
be delivered to Texas Ga9 at (a) a 
mutually agreeable point on Texas Gas* 
Roanoke-Grand Cheniere Pipeline in 
Cameron Parish. Louisiana, near the 
point where Louisiana Resources 
Company’s (LRC) pipeline crosses Texas 
Gas’ pipeline, (b) a mutually agreeable 
point near Texas Gas’ Lafayette 
Compressor Station in Lafayette Parish. 
Louisiana, where UG's pipeline crosses 
such comprssor station, and (c) a 
mutually agreeable point of Texas Gas’ 
Maurice-Freshwater Bayou pipeline in 
Vermilion parish, Louisiana, where 
LRC’s pipeline crosses Texas Gas 
pipeline. 

Texas Gas would redeliver to LIG 
volumes of gas which contain equivalent 
milion Btu's as contained in the volumes 
of gas which LIG causes to be delivered 
to Texas Gas. The redelivery points 
from Texas Gas to LIG would be at a 
point on Texas Gas’ Eunice-Thibodaux 
26-inch pipeline in St. Mary Parish. 
Louisiana, and a point on Texas Gas’ 
pipeline in Acadia Parish, Louisiana. 


Texas Gas would collect an initial 
rate of 6.0 cents for each Mcf of gas 
delivered to LIG. It is stated that this 
rate i9 set forth in Substitute Second 
Revised Sheet No. 7-A of Texas Gas’s 
FERC Gas Tariff, Third Revised Volume 
No. 1. 

In order to effectuate the 
transportation service for LJG, Texas 
Gas is requesting authorization to retain 
in place those facilities at the Grand 
Cheniere and Lafayette delivery points 
from LIG to Texas Gas. which were 
constructed pursuant to Section 157.47 
of the Commission’s emergency 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act. It 
is stated that such facilities were 
constructed so as to permit Texas Gas 
to make an emergency purchase from 
LIG under Section 157.46(a)(1) of the 
Commission’s Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act. The emergency 
purchase commenced on April 14,1979. 

Texas Gas is also requesting 
authorization to construct additional 
facilities at the point of delivery from 
LJG to Texas Gas on Texas Gas’ 
Maurice-Freshwater Bayou 20-inch 
pipeline and at the point of redelivery 
from Texas Gas to LJG on Texas Gas’ 
Eunice-Thibodaux 26-inch pipeline. The 
cost of the facilities is estimated to be 
$657,670. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 3, 
1979, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 

D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will - 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
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convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

IFR Doc. 79-19345 Filed 5-20-79: 8:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 6450-01-41 


[Project No. 28961 

The Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California; Application for 
Exemption for Small Conduit 
Hydroelectric Facilities 

June 12,1979. 

Take notice that on November 21, 
1978, The Metropolitan Water District of 
Southern California (District) filed, 
pursuant to Section 30 of the Federal 
Power Act [10 USC §823), an application 
for exemption from licensing of five 
separate, proposed, small conduit 
hydroelectric facilities. The proposed 
hydroelectric plants (FERC Project No. 
2896) would be located on the District’s 
water distribution system in Los 
Angeles, Riverside, and Orange 
Counties, California. Water flowing in 
the conduits is obtained through long 
aqueduct systems from the Sacremento- 
San Joaquin Delta and the Colorado 
River. Correspondence with the 
Applicant should be directed to Mr. 

Evan L. Griffith. General Manager, The 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern 
California, Box 54153, Los Angeles, 
California 90054. 

Purpose of Project —Sale or exchange 
of energy from the proposed facilites 
would allow Applicant to offset the cost 
of pumping the water elsewhere in its 
system. 

Project Description —The proposed 
plants are: (1) the 700-kW Greg Avenue 
Plant to be located on the East Valley 
Feeder Canal at the Los Angeles— 
Burbank city line; (2) the 4,900-kW Lake 
Mathews Plant at the Lake Mathews 
outlet, near Riverside; (3) the 9,900-kW 
San Dimas Plant to be located on the 
Foothill Feeder Canal in the City of San 
Dimas: (4) the 5,100-kW Yorba Linda 
Plant to be located at the terminus of the 
Yorba Linda Feeder Canal at the City of 
Brea—Orange County Line; and (5) the 
9,100-kW Foothill Feeder Plant to be 
located at Castaic Dam. near Castaic. 

Agency Comments —The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service and the California 


Department of Fish and Game are 
requested, pursuant to Section 30 of the 
Federal Power Act, to submit 
appropriate terms and conditions to 
protect any Fish and wildlife resources. 
Other Federal, State, and local agencies 
that receive this notice through direct 
mailing from the Commission are 
requested to provide any comments they 
may have in accordance with their 
duties and responsibilities. No other 
formal requests for comments will be 
made. 

Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
granting of an exemption. If an agency 
does not file comments within the time 
set below, it will be presumed to have 
no comments. 

Protests and Petitions to Intervene .— 
Anyond desiring to be heard or to make 
any protest about this application 
should File a petition to intervene or a 
protest with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission’s Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR, § 1.8 or 1.10 (1978). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests filed, but a person who merely 
files a protest does not become a party 
to the proceeding. To become a party or 
to participate in any hearing, a person 
must file a petition to intervene in 
accordance with the Commission’s 
Rules. 

Any protest, petition to intervene, or 
agency comments must be filed on or 
before July 23,1979. The Commission’s 
address is; 825 North Capitol Street NE„ 
Washington, D.C. 20426. 

The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

fFR Doc. 79-19346 Filed 8-20-79; 8:45 am) 

[BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


lDocket No. CP79-80) 

Trailblazer Pipeline Co. et af.; 
Amendment to Application 

June 13,1979. 

Take notice that on May 23,1979, 
Trailblazer Pipeline Company 
(Trailblazer). Overthrust Pipeline 
Company (Overthrust) 1 Suite 1313,122 
South Michigan Avenue, Chicago, 
Illinois 60603, and Colorado Interstate 
Gas Company (Colorado Interstate), 
P.O. Box 1987, Colorado Springs, 


1 Overthruat is not a "natural-gas company" and 
does not have a place of business. However, all 
communications to Overthrust may be addressed to 
Natural's address. 


Colorado 80944, (Applicants) filed in 
Docket No. CP79-80 an amendment to 
their application filed in the instant 
docket pursuant to Section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act so as to authorize 
certain changes in the Overthrust and 
Colorado Interstate segments of the 
Trailblazer System which have occurred 
as a result of Mountain Fuel Supply 
Company or an affiliate (Mountain Fuel) 
becoming a participant in Overthrust, all 
as more fully set forth in the amendment 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

In the application Filed in the instant 
docket. Applicants request authorization 
to construct and operate facilities to be 
known as the Trailblazer System, which 
system consists of three segments which 
together would be an integrated facility 
designed to transport gas from the 
Rocky Mountain Area to existing 
markets in the Eastern, Midwestern and 
Western portions of the United States. 

In addition to transporting gas for the 
partners of their affiliates, Applicants 
would also transport gas of non- 
affiliated shippers subject to the 
availability of capacity in the proposed 
Trailblazer System. 

The amendment states that Natural 
Gas Pipeline Company of America 
(Natural), Colorado Interstate and 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Company 
(Columbia Gulf) have agreed with 
Mountain Fuel that Mountain Fuel 
would become a partner in Overthrust 
and that certain revisions in the western 
and central segments of the Trailblazer 
System will be made. As a result of the 
participation of Mountain Fuel, it is 
indicated that the Overthrust Pipeline 
Segment would be owned by a 
partnership consisting of Mountain Fuel, 
CIG Gas Supply Company (CIG Supply), 
a subsidiary of Colorado Interstate, 
Columbia Gulf and NGPL-Overthrust 
Inc. (NGPL-Overthrust), a subsidiary of 
Natural. Applicants state that Mountain 
Fuel, rather than Colorado Interstate, 
would construct and operate the revised 
Overthrust Pipeline. 

The revised Overthrust facilities 
would consist of approximately 88 miles 
of 30-inch diameter pipeline and other 
appurtenances extending from the 
Whitney Canyon producing area in 
Uinta County. Wyoming, to a proposed 
interconnection with Colorado 
Interstate, which interconnection 
Applicants refer to as Rock Springs, 
located approximately seven miles west 
of the town of Rock Springs, Wyoming. 
The estimated cost of the revised 
Overthrust facilities is $34,563,000 
which. Applicants state, would result in 
a capital cost savings of approximately 
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$10,000,000 from the original Overthrust 
proposal. 

The instant amendment also revises 
the Colorado Interstate segment by 
shortening that segjnent by 26 miles with 
an accompanying capital cost savings of 
approximately $13,200,000. It is stated 
that Mountain Fuel's participation has 
permitted a reduction in the design 
capacity of Overthrust because of 
Mountain Fuel’s agreement to utilize its 
existing facilities to transport gas for 
Colorado Interstate, Columbia Gulf and 
Natural for which Mountain Fuel would 
seek authority in a subsequent Tiling. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
amendment should on or before July 5, 
1979, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to became a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must Tile a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. All persons who 
have heretofore filed need not file again. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19347 Filed 6-20-79: &45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6450-01-M 


[Docket No. CP79-322] 

Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 
et al.; Application 

June 12,1979 

Take notice that on May 23,1979, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Transco). P.O. Box 1396, 
Houston, Texas 77001, Columbia Gulf 
Transmission Company (Columbia 
Gulf), P.O. Box 683, Houston, Texas 
77001, Northern Natural Gas Company 
(Northern), 2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, 
Nebraska 68102, and Texas Gas 
Transmission Corporation (Texas Gas), 
P.O. Box 1160. Owensboro, Kentucky 
42301, (Applicants) filed in Docket No. 
CP79-322 an application pursuant to 
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
and operation of certain pipeline and 
appurtenant facilities in the offshore 
Texas area, all as more fully set forth in 


application on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicants state that they have the 
right to purchase natural gas from 
reserves located offshore Texas in the 
High Island Area Blocks A-531, A-536 
and A-537 and in the Galveston Area 
Blocks A-131 and A-157. In order to 
transport these additional supplies of 
natural gas, Applicants have agreed to 
construct jointly, as co-owners, a 
natural gas gathering system consisting 
of approximately 8.79 miles of 20-inch 
pipeline, 18.93 miles of 16-inch pipeline 
and 2.74 miles of 12-inch pipeline which 
would connect production platforms in 
the above-described blocks with the 
existing facilities of High Island 
Offshore System (HIOS). Applicants 
also propose to construct appurtenant 
metering, regulating and connecting 
facilities at the five production platforms 
in the subject blocks. Applicants state 
that the facilities would be referred to as 
Project HI-531 and would connect to an 
underwater tap on HIOS* 30-inch 
western leg pipeline in High Island A- 
555, where the gasVould be delivered 
for further transportation to onshore 
points. The estimated cost of the 
proposed facilities is $32,360,000, which 
cost would be financed initially through 
revolving credit arrangements, short¬ 
term loans or available funds, with 
permanent financing to be undertaken 
as a part of Applicants' respective 
overall long-term financing programs at 
later dates. 

Applicants state that Project HI-531 
facilities would be constructed by 
Transco, owned jointly by Applicants, 
and operated by Michigan Wisconsin 
Pipe Line Company (Mich-Wisc), as 
agent for the owners. The ownership 
and capacity entitlements of the 
proposed facilities would be based on 
the undivided ownership. 

Total deliverability estimated for the 
five blocks is summarized below: 


Block 

Noncoincidental 
peak day 

deliver ability (Mcf) 

High Island A-531__ 

— T .. 62.000 

High Island A-536. 

25 000 

High Island A-537. 

48 000 

Galveston A-131_ 

___ 50.000 

Galveston A-157.. 

. 20000 

Total 

orn; non 



Initial deliveries are projected to 
commence during the 1979-1980 winter 
season from High Island Blocks A-531 
and A-536, based on information 
provided by Amoco, the operator of 
such blocks. The three other blocks are 
scheduled to commence deliveries 
during 1980 or early 1981. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before July 3, 
1979, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or the participate as a party 
in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if not petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19346 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 6450-01-M 


[Docket No. GP79-12] 

Zapata Exploration Co.; Columbia Gas 
Development Corp.; Joint Petition for 
Special Interim Maximum Lawful Price 

June 11.1979. 

Take notice that on May 10,1979, 
Zapata Exploration Company, P.O. Box 
4240, Houston. Texas, 77001 and 
Columbia Gas Development 
Corporation, P.O. Box 1350, Houston. 
Texas, 77001, (Petitioners) filed a joint 
petition for a special interim maximum 
lawful price pursuant to the authority 
vested in the Commission under 
Sections 107(c)(5) and 107(b) of the 
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Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 (NGPA). 
Petitioners seek from the Commission an 
order designating all natural gas to be 
produced from wells to be drilled, in 
waters greater than 500 feet in depth on 
Block 109 and Block 110, East Breaks 
Area. Offshore Texas, as "high cost 
natural gas" under Section 107(c)(5) of 
the NGPA. Petitioners request that an 
interim maximum lawful price for such 
gas be established equal to at least the 
‘‘new natural gas" ceiling price, as 
promulgated from time to time, by the 
Commission pursuant to Section 102(d) 
of the NGPA. At such time as the 
Commission may establish through final 
rulemaking or order a general maximum 
lawful price for gas produced from 
water depths of 500 feet or more which 
is higher than that Petitioners seek. 
Petitioners request that such interim 
maximum lawful price for the subject 
gas be allowed to equal such higher 
general maximum lawful price. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition should on or before July 6,1979, 
file with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E.. Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition 
to intervene ora protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission’s rules of Practice and 
Procedure applicable in this proceeding 
(18 CFR Part 1000). Ail protests Filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. 

Kenneth F. Plumb. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 79-19349 F»l«d 6-30-7* 6:4* am) 

BILLING COD€ 6450-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

IFRL 1255-21 

Decision on Environmental Impact of 
Encino Park Venture Housing Project 
on the Edwards Underground 
Reservoir 

The Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region VI. has completed a 
formal review of the Encino Park 
Venture north of San Antonio, Texas. 
The review and public hearing were 
conducted by the Environmental 
Protection Agency under the provisions 
of Section 1424(e) of the Safe Drinking 
Water Act regarding the Sole Source 
Aquifer designation of the Edwards 
Underground Reservoir. 

The housing project proposes 
construction on the recharge zone of the 


Edwards Underground Reservoir. The 
project will be partially Financed 
through Veterans Administration loans 
and calls for construction of 5.480 
dwellings on 2.370 acres of land in four 
phases over the next 20 to 30 years. 

After reviewing ail available 
information and analyzing public 
comments generated at a hearing held in 
San Antonio on May 22.1978. the 
Environmental Protection Agency 
Region VI Regional Administrator has 
determined that the proposed project 
does not present a signiFicant hazard to 
public health. Therefore, the 
Environmental Protection Agency. 
Region VI, Regional Administrator will 
not prevent commitment of Federal 
funding for the development of the 
Encino Park project. 

Dated: June 7.1979. 

Adlene Harrison, 

Regional Administrator, Region VI 

(FR Doc. 79-19413 Filed 6-20-79; tt-45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6S60-01-M 


(FRL 1253-11 

Privacy Act of 1974; Proposed New 
System of Records 

agency: U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

action: Notice of proposed new system 
of records. 

summary: As required by law (5 U.S.C. 
552a) the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency is publishing for comments a 
new system of records that is 
maintained by the Agency. The 
proposed new system is "Professional 
Expertise Registry". 

EFFECTIVE date: This system shall 
become effective as proposed without 
further notice on July 23,1979. unless 
comments are received on or before July 
23,1979, which would result in a 
contrary determination. 
address: Send comments to the Office 
of Toxic Substances, Office of Program 
Integration and Information (TS-793), 
Washington. D.C. 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT 
Ms. Barbara Ostrow, OfFice of Program 
Integration and Information, Office of 
Toxic Substances, Washington, D.C. 
20460, (202) 755-2778. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Reports 
describing this system of records have 
been Filed with the Speaker of the 
House, the President of the Senate and 
the Office of Management and Budget in 


accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552a(o) of the 
Privacy Act. 

Dated: June 2,1979. 

C. William Carter, 

Acting Assistant Administrator for Planning 
and Management . 

SYSTEM NAME: 

Professional Expertise Registry. 

system location: 

University of Cincinnati, 

Southwestern Ohio Regional Computer 
Center, 3333 Vine Street. Cincinnati, 

Ohio 45220. 

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS CONTAINED IN THE 
SYSTEM: 

Name of individual, current 
organization, title, educational 
background, disciplines, specialty areas, 
specific subject knowledge, specific 
chemical substance experience, names 
of government organizations with or for 
which the individual has worked, names 
of countries with which the individual 
has a technical or environmental 
awareness, specific language skills, 
membership in professional societies 
and working group affiliations, 
publication references, and professional 
history (including period of employment, 
name of employer, position title, and 
description of significant projects). 

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 

system: 

5 U.S.C. 301. 

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF 
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 

Internal use by IRLG member 
agencies to identify individuals having 
appropriate expertise for appointment or 
nomination to working groups and task 
forces, provision of consultative support 
on projects, and contact on 
collaborative studies. 

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING, 
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND 
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

Maintained in file folders in locked 
cabinets and on limited-access computer 
disk. 

RETRIEV ABILITY: 

By any data item included in a record. 

SAFEGUARDS: 

Access and use of information is 
limited to those persons whose official 
duties require access. 
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RETENTION AND DISPOSAL: 

Records maintained until employee 
leaves any member agency; then 
destroyed. 

SYSTEM MANAQER(S) AND ADDRESS: 

FT)A—Bob Johnson, Division of 
Personnel Management, HFA-400, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20857, 
8-443-3326. 

OSHA—Patricia Breslin, Office of 
Statistical Analysis and Coordination, 
200 Constitution Avenue, N3700, 
Washington. DC 20210. 8-523-7115. 

CPSC—June Thompson, Directorate 
for Engineering and Science, 5401 
Westbard Avenue, Room 700, Bethesda. 
Maryland 20207, 8-492-6477. 

EPA—Barbara Os trow, TS-793. Office 
of Program Integration and Information, 
401 M Street, SW., Washington. DC 
20460, 8-755-4880. 

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE: 

Inquiries may be addressed to system 
manager. 

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES: 

Requests are addressed to system 
manager. 

CONTESTING RECORDS PROCEDURES: 

Requests are addressed to system 
manager. 

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES: 

Information in this system is provided 
by the individual to whom it applies. 

|FR Doc 70-19411 Filed 6-20-70: 8:45 timj 
BILLING COOE 6560-01-14 


(FRL 1255-3; OPP-000981 

State F1FRA Issues Research and 
Evaluation Group (SIFIREG): Open 
Meeting 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

action: Notice of Open Meeting. 

SUMMARY: There will be a two-day 
meeting of the State FIFRA Issues 
Research and Evaluation Group 
(SIFIREG) on Wednesday and Thursday, 
July 11 and 12,1979, beginning each day 
at 8:30 a.m. The meeting will be held at 
the Pick-Lee House, 15th and L Streets, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20005. The 
meeting will be open to the public. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. P. H. Gray. Jr., Operations Division 
(TS-770-M), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. EPA, 401 M Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20460, Telephone: 

(202)472-9400. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is 
the third meeting of the full group. The 
tentative agenda thus far includes the 
following topics: 

1. Action items from the March 1979 
meeting of SFIREG; 

2. Regional reports; 

3. Working Committee reports; and 

4. Other topics which may arise. 

Dated: June 18,1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs. 

|FR Doc 79-19412 Filed 6-20-70: a 45 amj 

BIUJNG COOE 6560-01-ftl 


(FRL 1254-1; OPP-1803081 

California Department of Food and 
Agriculture; Issuance of Specific 
Exemption To Use Paraquat on Onions 
To Control Wild Oats 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

summary: EPA has granted a specific 
exemption to the California Department 
of Food and Agriculture (hereafter 
referred to as the “Applicant*) to use 
paraquat on 2,000 acres of onions in 
California to control wild oats. This 
specific exemption expires on June 30. 
1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT. 

Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, EPA, 401 M Street, 

S.W., Room: E-124, Washington. D.C. 
20460, Telephone: 202/426-2691. It is 
suggested that interested persons 
telephone before visiting EPA 
Headquarters, so that the appropriate 
files may be made conveniently 
available for review purposes. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
According to the Applicant, the major 
weed problem in onion fields located in 
Siskiyou and Modoc Counties is wild 
oats. Herbicides such as Treflan, 
Dacthal, Randox, Tenoran. CIPC, 
dinitro, Sinox plus, Furloe. weed oil, 
TOK, Ronstar, and Probe have averaged 
less than 20 percent control; paraquat 
consistently provides 80 percent or 
better wild oat control, the Applicant 
stated. There are no alternative means 
of control. The Applicant further 
claimed that wild oats reduce onion 
yield in excess of 35 percent; using an 
average yield of 450 cwt/acre, this 
represents a monetary loss of 1.1 million 
dollars. 

The Applicant proposed to make one 
application of Paraquat CL in Siskiyou 
and Modoc Counties. This application 
would be made prior to, during, or after 


planting, but before emergence of the 
crop. There would be a pre-harvest 
interval of not less than 90 days. The 
California Department of Fish and Came 
will monitor this program. 

EPA has determined that residue 
levels of paraquat are not likely to 
exceed 0.05 part per million (ppm) in 
either green or dry bulb onions and that 
this level is adequate to protect the 
public health. A petition has been 
submitted for the establishment of a 0.05 
ppm tolerance for paraquat in or on 
green or dry bulb onions and is currently 
under review. 

EPA has also determined that a single 
application of paraquat should not have 
an unreasonable adverse effect on the 
environment; nor should it pose a 
hazard to endangered species and/or 
their habitats. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information, EPA has 
determined that (a) a pest outbreak of 
wild oats has occurred; (b) there is no 
pesticide presently registered and 
available for use to control wild oats in 
California; (c) there are no alternative 
means of control taking into account the 
efficacy and hazard; (d) significant 
economic problems may result if the 
wild oats are not controlled; and (e) the 
time available for action to mitigate the 
problems posed is insufficient for a 
pesticide to be registered for this use. 
Accordingly, the Applicant has been 
granted a specific exemption to use the 
pesticide noted above until June 30, 

1979, to the extent and in the manner set 
forth in the application. The specific 
exemption is also subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. The Ortho product Paraquat CL 
(EPA Reg. No. 239-2186) is authorized at 
a dosage rate of 1 to 2 quarts of product 
(0.5 to 1.0 pound active ingredient) per 
acre; 

2. Applications may be made by 
applicators State-certified in this 
category of pest control. Applications 
are to be made with ground rigs using 
not less than 20 gallons of water per 
acre; 

3. A maximum of 2,000 acres in the 
counties named above may be treated; 

4. One application per season may be 
made prior to, during, or after planting, 
but before emergence of the onion crop; 

5. The Applicant must notify the 
California Department of Fish and Game 
before applications of paraquat are 
made so that a monitoring program can 
be set up; 

6. Green and dry bulb onions with 
residues of paraquat not exceeding 0.05 
ppm may enter interstate commerce. 

The Food and Drug Administration, U.S. 
Department of Health, Education, and 
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Welfare, has been advised of this 
action; 

7. There is to be a pre-harvest interval 
of not less than 90 days; 

8. A permit must be obtained from the 
Siskiyou or Modoc County Agricultural 
Commissioner to use paraquat and the 
Agricultural Commissioner will 
supervise the use of this herbicide; 

9. All applicable label directions, 
precautions and restrictions must be 
adhered to; 

10. The EPA shall be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from the use of paraquat in 
connection with this exemption; and 

11. A full report on the results of this 
program must be submitted to the EPA 
by December 31.1979. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as 
amended in 1972,1975. and 1978 (92 Stat. 819; 
7 U.S.C. 138)) 

Dated: June 15.1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs. 

|FR Doc. 79 -moe Filed 6-20-7& 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6560-01-N 


(FRL 1254-2; OPP-1803131 

Florida Department of Agriculture; 
Issuance of Specific Exemption to Use 
Heptachlor to Control West Indian 
Sugarcane Rootstalk Borer Weevil on 
Ornamental Plants and Non-bearing 
Citrus 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

summary: EPA has granted a specific 
exemption to the Florida Department of 
Agriculture (hereafter referred to as the 
‘'Applicant") to use a five percent 
granular heptachlor formulation as a soil 
treatment to control the West Indian 
sugarcane rootstalk borer weevil on 
ornamental plants and non-bearing 
citrus nursery stock in thirteen counties 
in Florida. The specific exemption 
expires on April 30,1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, EPA, 401 M Street, 
S.W., Room: E-124, Washington, D.C. 
20460. Telephone: 202/426-2691. It is 
suggested that interested persons 
telephone before visiting EPA 
Headquarters, so that the appropriate 
files may be made conveniently 
available for review purposes. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
According to the,Applicant, the West 
Indian Sugarcane Rootstalk Borer 


Weevil (Diaprepes abbreviatus) poses a 
serious threat to the citrus, ornamental 
and sugarcane industries in the State of 
Florida. The first serious infestation of 
this pest occurred in 1968 on about 2,500 
acres in Orange County. At present, it is 
estimated by the Applicant that about 
4.726 acres of citrus are affected. A 
quarantine has been enacted by the 
State of Florida under which about 
38,314 acres are regulated. This acreage 
surrounds the largest foliage nursery 
industry in the United States; income 
from the containerized ornamental 
industry in this area is about $156 
million, according to the Applicant. 
Although the heavily concentrated 
growing areas of foliage and 
containerized ornamentals are not 
presently infested, the weevil 
infestations in citrus are in dangerous 
proximity. It is felt that the weevil will 
infest the foliage growing areas soon, 
because the adult can easily fly the 
distance involved. This pest, however, 
can also be spread in potting soil and on 
foliage through intrastate and interstate 
commerce. The State of California has 
enacted a quarantine prohibiting the 
shipment of nursery stock to California 
from Puerto Rico and the weevil- 
infested areas in Florida unless they are 
certified as uninfested. According to the 
Applicant, if a soil treatment is not used 
for potting medium, Hawaii, Louisiana, 
Texas, and other important market 
areas for nursery products may also 
enact quarantines. Loss of this market 
would be economically detrimental. 

This pest is known to be very 
damaging to citrus and a number of 
other host plants. The adults feed and 
lay their eggs upon the foliage of the 
host plant. About seven days after the 
eggs hatch, the larvae drop from the 
leaves and burrow into the soil; they 
remain in this stage for 24-30 months 
during which they feed on both the stem 
and root system causing loss of fruit 
production and tree mortality. The 
weevil is considerd a threat to the entire 
$500 million citrus industry: it is also 
considered to be a threat to the 
important sugarcane industry in Florida, 
valued at $334 million, the Applicant 
stated. This pest is known to feed on 40 
native plant species in Florida and is a 
threat to fragile ecosystems such as the 
Florida Everglades. 

On December 24,1975, the 
Administrator, EPA, issued a Decision 
and an Order suspending the 
registration of heptachlor and chlordane 
for some but not all uses; on January 19, 
1976, a clarification of the suspension 
order was issued. The use of heptachlor 
and chlordane on Florida citrus crops to 
control root weevils was exempted from 


the suspension order. Subsequently, a 
specific exemption was granted to the 
Applicant in 1976 for the use of 40,000 
pounds of five percent granular 
heptachlor formulation as a soil 
(growing medium) amendment at a rate 
of 0.2 ounces active ingredient per cubic 
yard for the control of this weevil in 
ornamental plants and non-bearing 
citrus in Seminole. Orange, and Broward 
counties. 

Infestations of this pest have been 
confirmed in Florida. The Applicant 
stated that the pest is under control at 
present in the area regulated under the 
quarantine, and in which the heptachlor 
use was authorized in previous years’ 
specific exemptions; however, 
infestations have developed in nurseries 
located outside the regulated area, 
especially in Broward County. 

This request for a specific exemption 
is similar to the 1977 submission. The 
Applicant requested that heptachlor be 
used in potting soil as an amendment in 
all nurseries regulated or unregulated 
areas which receive shipments from 
Puerto Rico; moreover, this treatment 
would be required once infestations 
have been confirmed. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information, EPA has 
determined that (a) an outbreak of the 
West Indian sugarcane rootstalk borer 
weevil has occurred; (b) there is no 
pesticide presently registered and 
available for use to control this pest in 
Florida; (c) there are no alternative 
means of control, taking into account the 
efficacy and hazard; (d) significant 
economic problems may result if the 
pest is not controlled; and (e) the time 
available for action to mitigate the 
problems posed is insufficient for a 
pesticide to be registered for this use. 
Accordingly, the Applicant has been 
granted a specific exemption to use the 
pesticide noted above until April 30, 

1980 to the extent and in the manner set 
forth in the application. The specific 
exemption is also subject to the 
following conditions; 

1. Treatment shall be limited to 
nurseries located in the regulated area 
in Orange and Seminole Counties, and 
to nurseries located in the unregulated 
areas in Brevard, Broward, Charlotte. 
Collier, Dade, Lake. Manatee. Orange, 
Palm Beach, Polk, Sarasota, Siminole, 
and Volusia Counties, once infestations 
of the pest have been confirmed; 

2. Heptachlor shall be used at a rate of 
0.2 ounce active ingredient per cubic 
yard; 

3. The maximum quantity of 
heptachlor authorized to be used is 
limited to 2,000 pounds active ingredient 
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(40.000 pounds of five percent granular 
heptachlor formulation); 

4. The use of heptachlor shall be 
restricted to use as a soil treatment for 
bedded, non-bearing citrus nursery 
stock which is at least two years from 
commercial fruit production and as an 
amendment to planting medium for 
potted ornamentals; 

5. Application of heptachlor shall be 
restricted to bedded nursery stocks and 
shall not be applied to field-grown 
nursery stock; 

6. Applicators shall wear protective 
clothing and use proper equipment to 
minimize their exposure to heptachlor, 
these shall consist of a respirator, 
goggles, helmet, face protector, gloves, 
and waterproof boots; 

7. The Florida Division of Plant 
Industries and the U.S. Department of 
Agriculture will supervise the 
application of heptachlor; 

8. The Applicant shall continue to 
vigorously pursue research to develop 
alternative products to control this pest; 

9. A final report shall be submitted to . 
EPA by July 31,1980, summarizing the 
results of this program; 

10. The EPA shall be informed 
immediately of any adverse effects to 
man or the environment resulting from 
this program; and 

11. The Applicant shall be responsible 
for insuring that all the provisions of this 
specific exemption are observed. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide. 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). as 
amended in 1972,1975, and 1978 (92 Stat. 819; 
7 U.S.C. 136)) 

Dated June 15.1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs. 

|FR Doc. 7S-1M07 Filed 6-20-79; &45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6560-01-M 


IFRL 1253-8; OPP-180307J 

Idaho and Oregon Departments of 
Agriculture; Issuance of Specific 
Exemptions To Use Paraquat To 
Control Weeds in Dry Onion Bulbs 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

action: Issuance of specific exemptions. 

summary: EPA has granted specific 
exemptions to the Idaho and Oregon 
Departments of Agriculture (hereafter 
referred to as “Idaho” and “Oregon” or 
the “Applicants”) to use paraquat on 
6.000 acres of dry onion bulbs in Idaho 
and 10,000 acres of dry onion bulbs in 
Oregon for the control of weeds. The 


specific exemptions expire on June 30, 
1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, EPA, 401 M Street, 

S.W., Room: E-124, Washington, D.C. 
20460. Telephone: 202/426-2691. It is 
suggested that interested persons 
telephone before visiting EPA 
Headquarters, so that the appropriate 
files may be made conveniently 
available for review purposes. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

According to the Applicants, the major 
weed problem in onion fields in Idaho 
and Oregon is spring germinating weeds. 
The Applicants claimed that the 
pesticides such as DCPA (Dacthal), 
nitrofen (TOKJ, and CDAA (Randox), 
registered for this use. do not give 
adequate control. There are no effective 
alternative methods of control. 

The Applicants proposed to use Ortho 
Paraquat CL in one treatment prior to 
emergence of the onion seedlings. Idaho 
planned to treat a maximum of 6,000 
acres in Ada, Canyon, Gem. Owyhee, 
Payette, and Washington Counties. 
Oregon planned to treat a maximum of 
10,000 acres in the Willamette Valley in 
western Oregon and Malheur County in 
eastern Oregon. If an effective method 
of control of weeds in onions is not 
made available, Idaho estimates a $2.5 
million loss and Oregon a $4-6 million 
loss. 

EPA detemined that residues of 
paraquat on green or dry bulb onions 
are not expected to exceed 0.05 part per 
million (ppm) as a result of the proposed 
use. This residue level has been judged 
adequate to protect the public health. 
Since dry bulb onions are not 
considered to be feed items, there are no 
difficulties with respect to secondary 
residues of paraquat in meat, milk, 
poultry, and eggs. 

EPA has also determined that a single 
ground application of paraquat should 
not have an unreasonable adverse effect 
on birds, mammals or aquatic 
organisms. The proposed use should not 
pose a hazard to endangerd species 
and/or their habitat. 

After reviewing the applications and 
other available information, EPA has 
determined that (a) pest outbreaks of 
spring germinating weeds have occurred 
or are likely to occur; (b) there are no 
effective pesticides presently registered 
and available for use to control these 
weeds in Idaho and Oregon; (c) there 
are no alternative means of control, 
taking into account the efficacy and 
hazard: (d) significant economic 
problems may result if the weeds are not 


controlled; and (e) the time available for 
action to mitigate the problems posed is 
insufficient for a pesticide to be 
registered for this use. Accordingly, the 
Applicants have been granted specific 
exemptions to use the pesticide noted 
above until June 30.1979. to the extent 
and in the manner set forth in the 
applications. The specific exemptions 
are also subject to the following 
conditions: 

1. The product Ortho Paraquat CL 
(EPA Reg. No. 239-2186) is authorized at 
a dosage rate of 1 to 2 quarts of product 
(0.5 to 1.0 pound active ingredient) per 
acre; 

2. A maximum of one application per 
season is authorized. Applications may 
be made by State-licensed commercial 
applicators or State-certified private 
applicators. Applications are to be made 
with ground rigs using not less than 20 
gallons of water per acre; 

3. A maximum of 6.000 acres may be 
treated in the Idaho counties mentioned 
above. A maximum of 10,000 acres may 
be treated in the Oregon areas 
mentioned above; 

4. The one application per season may 
be made prior to. during, or after 
planting, but before emergence of the 
onion crop; 

5. University of Idaho and University 
of Oregon Extension personnel will 
provide instructions pertinent to these 
applications in their respective States; 

6. Dry bulb onions with residues of 
paraquat not exceeding 0.05 ppm may 
enter interstate commerce. The Food 
and Drug Administration, U.S. 
Department of Health. Education, and 
Welfare, has been advised of this 
action; 

7. There is to be a pre-harvest interval 
of not less than 90 days; 

8. All applicable label directions, 
precaustions, and restrictions must be 
adhered to; 

9. The EPA shall be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from the use of parquat in 
connection with these exemptions; 

10. Idaho and Oregon are each 
responsible for ensuring that all of the 
provisions of its specific exemption are 
adhered to; and 

11. A full report on the results of these 
programs must be submitted to the EPA 
by December 31.1979. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide. 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act as amended 
in 1972, 1975, and 1978 (92 Stat. 819; 7 U.S.C. 
138)) 
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Dated: June 15.1979. 

Edwin L Johnson, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Piograms. 

(FR Doc. 79-19406 Filed 6-20-79; 6:45 um| 

BILUNG CODE 6560-01-M 


JFRL 1253-5; OPP-180302J 

Massachusetts Department of Food 
and Agriculture; Specific Exemption to 
Use Triforine to Control Mummyberry 
on Blueberries 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

action: Issuance of a specific 
exemption. 

summary: EPA has granted a specific 
exemption to the Massachusetts 
Department of Food and Agriculture 
(hereafter referred to as the 
“Applicant'*) to use triforine (Funginex 
EC) to control mummyberry on 500 acres 
of blueberries in Massachusetts. The 
specific exemption ends on July 30,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Emergency Response Section. 
Registration Division (TS-767), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, EPA, 401 M Street 
SW., Room E-315, Washington, D.C. 
20460, Telephone: 202/755-1851. It is 
suggested that interested persons 
telephone before coming to EPA 
Headquarters so that the appropriate 
files may be made conveniently 
available for review purposes. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Mummyberry is caused by the fungus 
Monilinia vaccinii corymbosi. Primary 
infection by ascospores takes place 
early in the spring just as the leaf and 
flower buds begin to grow. These 
ascospores are released from spore cups 
that develop from mummified fruit. 

Spore cup emergence coincides with the 
emergence of the young susceptible 
tissues of the plant. 

Mummies are a result of the disease 
from the previous crop and have 
overwintered on or near the surface of 
the soil beneath the bushes. Infected 
blossoms and leaves turn brown and 
wither as a result of these primary 
infections. The fungus then produces a 
second spore type on these infected 
tissues. These are blown onto remaining 
blossoms where secondary infection 
takes place on the developing pistil of 
the flowers. These flower infections 
remain undetected until the fruit begins 
to enlarge. The infected fruit turns off¬ 
color and usually drops to the ground 
before healthy berries mature. These 
mummified fruits persist through the 


winter and act as a source of the fungus 
of the primary infection the following 
spring. 

Currently there are four fungicides 
registered for the control of the primary 
infection stage: Benomyl, captan, 
ferbam, and ziram. The data indicate 
that these fungicides are relatively 
ineffective in controlling primary 
infections of this disease. Cultural 
practices have also not been successful 
in commercial planting. However, 
triforine (N,N-(1.4-piperazinediylbis 
(2,2,2-trichloroethylidene)]-bis- 
[formamidej) appeared to be efficacious 
in suppressing this pathogen. Triforine is 
registered in the United States under the 
trade name Funginex EC. 

The Applicant proposed to use 
Funginex EC at a maximum rate of 0.3 
pound active ingredient (a.i.) per acre, in 
a maximum of three applications. EPA 
has determined that residues of triforine 
from this use should not exceed 0.1 part 
per million (ppm). This level has been 
deemed adequate to protect the public 
health. Based on the low toxicity, short 
half-life, and low application rate, no 
serious hazards to fish and wildlife are 
expected. 

After reviewing the applications and 
other available information, EPA has 
determined that (a) a pest outbreak of 
Monilinia mummyberry has occurred or 
is likely to occur this year on blueberries 
in Massachusetts: (b) there is no 
effective pesticide presently registered 
and available for use to control this pest 
in Massachusetts; (c) there are no 
alternative means of control, taking into 
account the efficacy and hazard; (d) 
significant economic problems may 
result if the pest if not controlled; and 
(e) the time available for action to 
mitigate the problems posed is 
insufficient for a pesticide to be 
registered for this use. Accordingly, the 
Applicant has been granted a specific 
exemption to use the pesticide noted 
above until July 30,1979, to the extent 
and in the manner set forth in the 
application. The specific exemption is 
subject to the following conditions: 

1. Funginex EC, EPA Reg. No. 21137-4, 
is authorized on 500 acres of blueberries 
in Massachusetts at a rate of 24 ounces 
product (0.3 pound a.i.) per acre. A total 
of 290 gallons of product is authorized; 

2. Applications of this pesticide may 
be made by State-certified private 
applicators or persons under their 
supervision. Applications may be made 
by hydraulic or air blast sprayers; 

3. A maximum of three applications 
may be made between bud break and 
petal fall. A forty-day pre-harvest 
interval must be observed; 


4. The Applicant must ensure that 
directions for use of triforine will be 
made available to growers; 

5. Harvested blueberries with a 
triforine residue level not exceeding 0.1 
ppm may enter into interstate 
commerce. The Food and Drug 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, has 
been advised of this action; 

6. All applicable directions, 
restrictions, and precautions on the 
product label must be followed; 

7. The EPA will be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from the use of triforine in 
connection with these exemptions and; 

8. The Applicant is responsible for 
assuring that all of the provisions and 
restrictions of this specific exemption 
are met and must submit a report 
summarizing the results of this program 
by October 30,1979. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide. 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (F1FRA), as 
amended in 1972,1975, and 1978 (92 Stat. 819; 
7 U.S.C. 136)) 

Dated: June 15,1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs. 

|FR Doc. 79-19402 Filed 6-20-79:6:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 6560-01-M 


[FRL 1253-4; OPP-180299J 

Minnesota and Montana Departments 
of Agriculture; Issuance of Specific 
Exemptions to Use Diclofop to Control 
Weeds in Wheat and Barley 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

action: Issuance of specific exemptions. 

SUMMARY: EPA has issued specific 
exemptions to the Minnesota and 
Montana Departments of Agriculture 
(hereafter referred to as “Minnesota" 
and “Montana” respectively or the 
“Applicants” collectively) to use 
diclofop to control weeds in 50.000 acres 
of spring seeded wheat and barley in 
Minnesota, and 20,600 acres in Montana. 
These exemptions end on July 30,1979. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, EPA, 401 M Street, 
S.W., Room: E-124, Washington. D.C. 
20460, Telephone: 202/426-2691. It is 
suggested that interested persons 
telephone before visiting EPA 
Headquarters so that the appropriate 
files may be made conveniently 
available for review purposes. 










Federal Register / Vol. 44. No. 121 / Thursday. June 21. 1979 / Notices 


36245 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

According to Minnesota, foxtail grasses 
(Setaria viridis and S. lutescens) and 
wild oats (Avena fatua ) are widespread 
weed problems in that State, causing 
reduced yield of w heat and barley by 
their competition. Montana claimed that 
green foxtail [S. viridis), wild oats, and 
darnel [Lolium temulentum ) populations 
occur in the same fields causing reduced 
yields. EPA issued a specific exemption 
to Minnesota on March 31,1979 for the 
use of propanil (Stam F-34) to control 
foxtail grasses in Hard Red Spring 
wheat. Montana’s request is pending. 
The Applicants did not request use of 
propanil on barley since data are not 
available to evaluate the use of propanil 
on barley. Propanil is not known to be 
effective as a chemical control for wild 
oats. It appears that pre-emergence 
materials have lost much of their 
practicality, leaving wheat and barley 
growers without any pesticidal means of 
controlling weeds. 

Currently, there are no herbicides 
(pre- or post-emergence) registered for 
use on barley to control foxtails or 
darnel, or as a post-emergence 
treatment to control wild oats in spring 
seeded wheat. Minnesota claimed that 
losses could be from $500,000 to $750,000 
and Montana estimated losses of over a 
million dollars, without an effective 
pesticide. 

The Applicants proposed to use 
Hoelon 3 EC, which contains the active 
ingredients (a.i.) diclofop, in a single 
post-emergence application at a dosage 
rate of 0.75 to 1.25 pounds a.i. per care of 
wheat. Montana proposed the same rate 
of application for barley; Minnesota 
proposed using diclofop at a dosage rate 
of 0.75 to 1.0 pound a.i. per acre on 
barley. 

EPA has determined that the proposed 
use will not result in residues of diclofop 
and its metabolites in excess of 0.1 part 
per million (ppm). This level is judged to 
be adequate to protect the public health. 
Applicators will be required to wear 
protective clothing and respirators. 

A restriction on the grazing or 
foraging of treated land and a 
prohibition against the use of treated 
hay or straw as animal feed have been 
imposed. Since diclofop is acutely toxic 
to fish, EPA has imposed a restriction 
which would prohibit the application of 
diclofop within 100 feet of any aquatic 
habitat. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information. EPA has 
determined that (a) pest outbreaks of 
foxtail grasses, wild oats, and darnel 
have occurred or are likely to occur; (b) 


there are no effective pesticides 
currently registered and available for 
this use in Minnesota and Montana; (c) 
there are no alternative means of control 
taking into account the efficacy and 
harzard; (d) significant economic 
problems may result if foxtail grasses, 
wild oats, and darnel are not controlled; 
and (e) the time available for action to 
mitigate the problems posed is 
insufficient for a pesticide to be 
registered for this use. Accordinly. the 
Applicants have been granted specific 
exemptions to use the pesticide noted 
above until July 30.1979 in the manner 
set forth in the applications. The specific 
exemptions are also subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. The American Hoechst product 
Hoelon 3 EC, which contains the a.i. 
diclofop (methyl 2-(4-(2.4- 
dichlorophenoxyJJ phenoxy propanate) 
is authorized at the following dosage 
rates and methods of application: 

a- Ground equipment: on wheat, two 
to three and one-half pints of product 
(0.75 to 1.25 pounds a.i.)/minimum of ten 
gallons of water/acre/season; on barley, 
in Montana, the same as for wheat, in 
Minnesota, two and two-thirds pints of 
product (0.75 to 1.0 pound a.i.)/minimum 
of ten gallons of water/acre/season; 

b. Aerial equipment: the same 
quantities of a.i. diclofop in a minimum 
of five gallons of water/acre/season; 

2. Up to 50.000 pounds a.i. diclofop are 
authorized in Minnesota, and up to 
15,000 pounds a.i. diclofop are 
authorized in Montana; 

3. Applications are to be made only by 
State-certified commercial and private 
applicators, and the following protective 
apparel must be worn during all loading 
and mixing operations of diclofop and 
when diclofop is applied: 

a. With ground equipment: gloves, 
waterproof boots, impermeable pants 
and shirts, goggles, and a cartridge-type 
respirator and 

b. Aerial pilots are not to be involved 
in the mixing and loading of diclofop 
unless the aforementioned equipment is 
worn. Pilots must wear a cartridge-type 
respirator when applying diclofop; 

4. Applications of diclofop shall be 
made when a knowledgeable expert 
determines that densities of wild oats in 
spring seeded wheat, or foxtail grasses 
and/or wild oats, or darnel in either 
crop in Montana are at a level where the 
use of herbicides registered to control 
these weeds are not likely to provide 
sufficient economic control. These 
experts may include personnel of the 
Minnesota and Montana Departments of 


Agriculture, Extension Service, or 
licensed pesticide consultants not 
engaged in the sale of pesticides; 

5. Diclofop is highly toxic to fish. It 
must be kept out of lakes, streams, and 
ponds. Direct applications or drift of 
spray material to water surfaces must 
be avoided. It may not be applied within 
100 feet of aquatic habitats. Aerial 
applications may not be made when the 
wind is above five miles per hour. Care 
must be taken to prevent contamination 
ofarable land or water by the cleaning 
of equipment or disposal of waste; 

6. Available data indicate that Hoelon 
is highly toxic to fish and may bio¬ 
accumulate in aquatic organisms. Fish 
from aquatic sites near at least one 
treated field must be analyzed for 
residues of Hoelon. The body 
concentrations should be reported for 
the whole fish. A minimum of fifteen 
juveniles should be analyzed before 
application and fifteen juveniles after 
application (from the same site); 

7. Fields treated with diclofop must 
not be grazed or foraged. Likewise, 
barley and wheat hay or straw must not 
be fed to livestock; 

8. Barley and wheat grain with 
residues of diclofop not exceeding 0.1 
ppm may enter interstate commerce. 

The Food and Drug Administration. U.S. 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, has been advised of this 
action; 

9. Minnesota will provide the EPA 
Region V office, Pesticides Branch, with 
a list of distributors for Hoelon 3 EC in 
that State. The distributors will be 
required to maintain point of sale 
records; 

10. The EPA shall be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from the use of diclofop in 
connection with these exemptions: and 

11. The Applicants are each 
responsible for insuring that all the 
provisions of its specific exemption are 
met, and must submit a full report 
summarizing the results of this program 
to the EPA by January 15.1980. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide. 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as 
amended in 1972,1975, and 1978 (92 Stat. 819; 
7 U.S.C. 136)) 

Dated: June 15.1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs. 

I PR Doc. 79-19401 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am| 

BILUNG CODE 6560-01-M 
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IFRL 1253-7; OPP-180306] 

New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection; Issuance of 
Specific Exemption to Use Azinphos 
Methyl on Carrots to Control Carrot 
Weevil 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

summary: EPA has granted a specific 
exemption to the New Jersey 
Department of Environmental Protection 
(hereafter referred to as the 
“Applicant”) to use Guthion (azinphos 
methyl) on 850 acres of carrots for 
processing in four counties in New 
Jersey to control the carrot weevil. The 
specific exemption expires on July 31, 
1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Emergency Response Section. 
Registration Division (TS-767), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, EPA, 401 M Street, 

S.W., Room: E-124. Washington, D.C. 
20460, Telephone 202/420-2691. It is 
suggested that interested persons 
telephone before visiting EPA 
Headquarters, so that the appropriate 
files may be made conveniently 
available for review purposes. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
larval stage, the carrot weevil is a fat. 
legless grub causing irregular zigzag 
dark grooves over the surface of carrots, 
or it tunnels in the stalks and hearts and 
destroys the tap roots. According to the 
Applicant, the carrot weevil injures 
seedling carrots and renders mature 
carrots unacceptable for marketing. 
When carrots are placed in cold storage, 
additional damage to the carrots may be 
caused by fungal organisms that enter 
through weevil feeding injuries. 

There are neither registered pesticides 
for control of the carrot weevil nor 
nonchemical methods of control 
available. 

Without an effective means of control, 
the Applicant estimates an economic 
loss of $190,000 or more on 850 acres of 

carrots. 

The Applicant proposed to use 
Guthion 2S or Guthion 50WP at a rate of 
one-half pound active ingredient (a.i.) 
per acre on processing carrots. Data are 
available to indicate that azinphos 
methyl is efficacious in controlling the 
carrot weevil at this rate. 

EPA has determined that residues of 
azinphos methyl are not expected to 
exceed 0.5 part per million (ppm) on 
carrots for processing. This level has 
been judged adequate to protect the 
public health. No unreasonable adverse 
effect to the environment is anticipated 
from this program. 


After reviewing the application and 
other available information. EPA has 
determined that (a) a pest outbreak of 
the carrot weevil has occurred or is 
likely to occur, (b) there is no pesticide 
presently registered and available for 
use to control the carrot weevil in New 
Jersey; (c) there are no alternative 
means of control, taking into account the 
efficacy and hazard; (d) significant 
economic problems may result if the 
carrot weevil is not controlled; and (e) 
the time available for action to mitigate 
the problems posed is insufficient for a 
pesticide to be registered for this user 
Accordingly, the Applicant has been 
granted a specific exemption to use the 
pesticide noted above until July 31,1979, 
to the extent and in the manner set forth 
in the application. The specific 
exemption is also subject to the 
following restrictions: 

1. The products Guthion 2S, EPA Reg. 
No. 3125-123, or Guthion 50WP. EPA 
Reg. No. 3125-193, are authorized; 

2. Application may be made by 
ground equipment at a rate of one-half 
pounda.i. (azinphos methyl) in a 
minimum of thirty gallons of water per 
acre. If aerial application is used, the 
rate will be one-half pound a.i. in a 
minimum of two gallons of water per 
acre; 

3. A maximum of six applications may 
be made at no less than ten-day 
intervals; 

4. A maximum of 850 acres of carrots 
for processing in Burlington, Camden, 
Gloucester, and Salem Counties may be 
treated; 

5. A maximum of 2,550 pounds a.i. 
may be applied; 

6. A 35-day pre-harvest interval shall 
be observed; 

7. Applications may be made by 
qualified private and commerical 
applicators; 

8. Residues of azinphos methyl not 
exceeding 0.5 ppm in or on carrots may 
enter interstate commerce. The Food 
and Drug Administration. U.S. 
Department of Health. Education, and 
Welfare, has been advised of this 
action; 

9. The use of treated carrot tops for 
food or feed is prohibited; 

10. All precautions, directions, and 
restrictions on the product label must be 
adhered to; 

11. The EPA shall be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from this specific exemption; 

12. The Applicant is responsible for 
ensuring that all provisions of the 
specific exemption are followed; and 

13. A final report summarizing the 
results of this program must be 
submitted to EPA by December 31,1979. 


(Section 18 of the Federal Insecti cide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Ac! (FIFRA). as 
amended in 1972.1975. and 1978 (92 Stat. 819; 
7 U.S.C. 136).) 

Dated; June 15.1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs. 

|FR Doc 79-19404 Fill'd 6-20-79; 8:45 am| 

BILLING COOE 6560-01-M 


IFRL 1253-6; OPP-180304J 

New Jersey Department of 
Environmental Protection; Issuance of 
Specific Exemption to Use Permethrin 
and Fenvalerate to Control Colorado 
Potato Beetle on Potatoes 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

action: Issuance of a specific 
exemption. 

summary: EPA has granted a specific 
exemption to the New Jersey 
Department of Environmental Protection 
(hereafter referred to as the 
“Applicant”) to use permethrin and 
fenvalerate for control of the Colorado 
potato beetle on 8,100 acres of potatoes 
in New Jersey. This exemption expires 
on September 15,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Emergency Response Section 
Registration Division (TS-767), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, EPA, 401 M Street, 
S.W., Room: E-315, Washington, D.C. 
20460, Telephone: 202/755-4851. It is 
suggested that interested persons 
telephone before visiting EPA 
Headquarters, so that the appropriate 
files may be made conveniently 
available for review purposes. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
potato beetle is perhaps the best known 
beetle in the United States. Both the 
larvae and the adults feed on the leaves 
of potato plants. This feeding may result 
in defoliation of the vines which 
prevents development of tubers or 
greatly reduces yield. 

According to the Applicant, the 
Colorado potato beetle has historically 
been a problem in the mid-Atlantic area. 
Although Guthion, lmidan, 
methoxychlor, Monitor, parathion, 
Furadan, and Thiodan are registered for 
use on potatoes to control this pest, New 
Jersey claims that these pesticides are 
unsatisfactory for Colorado potato 
beetle control due to pesticidal 
resistance. Temik is registered for an at 
planting use and will only control 
beetles at planting and their first brood. 
Last year Vydate was registered for 
control of the beetle on potatoes; 
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however, data indicate that Vydate is 
effective against the larvae only, not the 
adult, and that it is not so effective as 
permethrin. The Applicant estimates a 
loss of 1.2 to 2 million dollars due to the 
Colorado potato beetle, if an effective 
program is not carried out. 

The Applicant proposed to use 
permethrin, manufactured by FMC 
Corporation under the trade name 
Pounce, and by ICI Americas, Inc., under 
the trade name Ambush, and Pydrin, 
manufactured by Shell Chemical Co., at 
a rate of 0.1 to 0.2 pound active 
ingredient (a.i.) per acre per application, 
observing a 7-day pre-harvest interval, 
using ground or air equipment. State- 
certified private and commercial 
applicators will make a maximum of six 
applications. Data submitted for this use 
indicate that permethrin and fenvalerate 
are effective against the Colorado 
potato beetle (adult and larvae) at the 
proposed rates. 

EPA has determined that residues of 
permethrin on potatoes would not be 
expected to exceed 0.1 part per million 
(ppm) as a result of the proposed use 
provided that no more than six 
applications of permethrin are made and 
a 7-day pre-harvest interval is observed. 
Residues of fenvalerate resulting from 
the proposed use are not expected to 
exceed 0.02 ppm in or on potatoes, meat, 
and milk. These residue levels have 
been judged to be adequate to protect 
the public health. 

Since permethrin and fenvalerate are 
highly toxic to bees and aquatic 
vertebrates and invertebrates, EPA has 
imposed appropriate restrictions to 
protect them. No unreasonable hazard 
to the environment is expected from this 
program. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information, EPA has 
determined that (a) a pest outbreak of 
Colorado potato beetle has occurred; (b) 
there is no effective pesticide presently 
registered and available for use to 
control the Colorado potato beetle in 
New Jersey; (c) there are no alternative 
means of control, taking into account the 
efficacy and hazard; (d) significant 
economic problems may result if the 
Colorado potato beetle is not controlled; 
and (e) the time available for action to 
mitigate the problems posed is 
insufficient for a pesticide to be 
registered for this use. Accordingly, the 
Applicant has been granted a specific 
exemption to use the pesticides noted 
above until September 15,1979. to the 
extent and in the manner set forth in the 
application. The specific exemption is 
also subject to the following conditions: 

1. The products Ambush, 
manufactured by ICI Americas, Inc., 


Pounce, manufactured by FMC 
Corporation, and Pydrin, manufactured 
by Shell Chemical Co., may be applied: 

2. These pesticides may be applied at 
a rate of 0.1 to 0.2 pound a.i. per acre: 

3. A maximum of six applications of 
either permethrin or fenvalerate or a 
combination of these two, may be made 
with a pre-harvest interval of seven 
days; 

4. A maximum of 8,100 acres may be 
treated; 

5. Applications will be made with air 
or ground equipment; 

6. Spray mixture volumes of 20-100 
gallons of water will be applied by 
ground equipment. 5-10 gallons by 
aircraft: 

7. Applications will be made by State- 
certified private or commercial 
applicators or persons under the direct 
supervision of a State-certified 
applicator 

8. Ambush, Pounce, and Pydrin are 
toxic to fish, birds, and other wildlife. 
They must be kept out of any body of 
water. They must not be applied where 
run-off is likely to occur. They may not 
be applied when weather conditions 
favor drift from treated areas. Care must 
be taken to prevent contamination of 
water by cleaning of equipment or 
disposal of wastes; 

9. In order to minimize spray drift, the 
following restrictions will be observed 
for applications of permethrin and 
Pydrin: a. Aerial applications will not be 
made when wind speed exceeds five 
miles per hour 

b. A buffer zone of 200 feet (horizontal 
distance) between treated areas and 
aquatic areas will be observed: and 

c. Aerial applications should be 
staggered in time in areas where fish 
and shellfish are important resources. 

10. Permethrin and fenvalerate are 
highly toxic to bees exposed to direct 
treatment or residues on crops or weeds. 
They may not be applied or allowed to 
drift to weeds in bloom on which an 
economically significant number of bees 
are actively foraging. Protective 
information may be obtained from the 
State Cooperative Agricultural 
Extension Service; 

11. Potatoes treated according to the 
above provisions will not have residues 
of permethrin in excess of 0.1 ppm, or 
residues of fenvalerate in excess of 0.02 
ppm. Residues of fenvalerate in meat 
and milk will not exceed 0.02 ppm. 
Potatoes with residues of permethrin or 
fenvalerate which do not exceed these 
levels may enter interstate commerce. 
The Food and Drug Administration, U.S. 
Department of Health. Education and 
Welfare, has been advised of this 
action; 


12. A 60-day crop rotation restriction 
is imposed for permethrin. For 
fenvalerate: (a) a 12-month root crop 
rotation restriction is imposed, and (b) a 
60-day crop rotation restriction for any 
crop is imposed; 

13. The EPA will be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from the use of permethrin or 
fenvalerate in connection with this 
exemption; and 

14. The Applicant is responsible for 
assuring that all of the provisions of this 
specific exemption are met and must 
submit a report summarizing the results 
of this program by February 15.1980. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide. 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (F1FRA). as 
amended in 1972,1975. and 1978 (92 Stat. 819: 
7 U.S.C. 136)) 

Dated: June 15.1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson, 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs. 

|FR Doc 79*19403 Filed 0-20-79; *45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6560-01-M 


(FRL 1253-2; OPP-180287I 

North Dakota and Minnesota 
Departments of Agriculture; Issuance 
of Specific Exemptions To Use 
Propanil To Control Foxtail Grasses in 
Spring Wheat 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

action: Issuance of specific exemptions. 

summary: EPA has granted specific 
exemptions to the North Dakota and 
Minnesota Departments of Agriculture 
(hereafter referred to as “North Dakota” 
and “Minnesota”) to use propanil for the 
control of foxtail grasses in up to 
1.600.000 acres of spring wheat. The 
specific exemptions end on July 25,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTRACT: 

Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767), Office of 
Pesticide Programs, EPA. 401 M Street, 
S.W., Room: E-124. Washington, D.C. 
20460, Telephone: 202/426-2691. It is 
suggested that interested persons 
telephone before visiting the EPA 
Headquarters Office, so that the 
appropriate files may be made 
conveniently available for review 
purposes. 

supplementary information: Green 
foxtail, Setaria viridis , and yellow 
foxtail (Setaria lutescensj are annual 
grass plants; they are also commonly 
referred to as wild millet, pigeon grass 
or bottle grass. Both plants prolifically 
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produce seeds which spread rapidly in 
cropping situations. 

Foxtail has become a major weed pest 
of dwarf varieties of wheat which have 
become popular in North Dakota and 
Minnesota within the past seven years, 
according to these two States. Because 
of climatic factors, including 
temperature and soil moisture, this year 
conditions are expected to be optimum 
for weed germination and growth. 

A tank mix combination of Treflan 
E.C. and Avadex BW 4 E.C. is State- 
registered in both North Dakota and 
Minnesota as a post-plant pre¬ 
emergence treatment for control of 
foxtail in spring wheat. However, 
according to Minnesota, Treflan cannot 
be used effectively when the soil is wet 
at time of seeding. Both States reported 
that the registered use of the Treflan- 
Avadex mix involves a difficult means 
of attempting to control foxtail: after the 
wheat is planted at a depth of 2-3 
inches, the herbicides must be 
incorporated two times within 8 hours of 
application at a depth of 1 to 1 x h inches. 
The label prohibits application of the 
Treflan-Avadex tank mix to soils which 
are wet or subject to prolonged periods 
of flooding. There is no herbicide 
registered as a post-emergence 
treatment for control of foxtail in spring 
wheat. 

North Dakota and Minnesota 
proposed to use single post-emergence 
applications of propanil (3\ 4' 
dichloropropionanilide), distributed by 
Rohm & Haas under the trade name 
Stam F-34 (EPA Reg. No. 707-75) on a 
maximum of one million acres of spring 
wheat in North Dakota and 600,000 
acres in Minnesota. Stam F-34 is 
registered as a post-emergence grass 
and weed killer in rice. Tolerances are 
established for the combined residues of 
the herbicide and its metabolites in or 
on raw agricultural commodites as 
follows: 75 parts per million (ppm) in or 
on rice straw; 2 ppm in or on rice; 0.1 
ppm (negligible residue) in meat, fat. 
and meat byproducts of cattle, goats, 
hogs, horses, poultry, and sheep; and 
0.05 ppm (negligible residue) in eggs and 
milk. EPA has determined that total 
residues of propanil and its metabolites 
from this use will not exceed 0.05 ppm in 
wheat grain, and 0.5 in wheat straw, and 
that there will be no detectable residues 
(less than 0.05 ppm) in wheat milling 
fractions. These levels have been 
deemed adequate to protect the public 
health. 

According to Minnesota, the total 
monetary loss resulting from foxtail 
infestation could amount to $9 million. 
North Dakota estimated the potential 


monetary loss to be from $13.5 to $18 
million. 

EPA has determined that a single 
ground application of propanil should 
not have an unreasonable adverse effect 
on birds, mammals, or aquatic 
organisms in North Dakota and 
Minnesota. The proposed use should not 
pose a hazard to endangered species 
and/or their habitats. 

After reviewing the applications and 
other available information, EPA has 
determined that (a) pest outbreaks have 
occurred or are likely to occur, (b) there 
is no pesticide presently registered and 
available for use to control the foxtail 
grasses in spring wheat in these two 
States; (c) there are no alternative 
means of control, taking into account the 
efficacy and hazard; (d) significant 
economic problems may result if the 
foxtail is not controlled; and (e) the time 
available for action to mitigate the 
problems posed is insufficient for a 
pesticide to be registered for this use. 
Accordingly, North Dakota and 
Minnesota have been granted specific 
exemptions to use the pesticide noted 
above until July 25,1979, to the extent 
and in the manner set forth in the 
applications. The specific exemptions 
are also subject to the following 
conditions: 

1. A single post-emergence application 
of Stam F-34 (EPA Reg. No. 707-75) may 
be applied at a rate of 1.5 pounds a.i. per 
acre; 

2. Application will be limited to 
ground equipment using a sufficient 
amount of water to assure uniform 
coverage; 

3. In North Dakota, a maximum of one 
million acres may be treated. In 
Minnesota, a maximum of 600,000 acres 
may be treated; 

4. The specific exemptions authorize 
the application of a maximum of 
1.500.000 pounds a.i. in North Dakota, 
and 900,000 pounds in Minnesota; 

5. All applications will be made by 
private and commercial applicators: 

6. Propanil should be applied when 
the majority of foxtail seedlings are in 
the 2- to 4-leaf stage and the wheat is in 
the 2-leaf to early tillering stage. 
Applications shall be completed before 
the crop begins to head: 

7. EPA has determined that residue 
levels of propanil and its metabolites 
(calculated as propanil) will not exceed 
0.05 ppm in or on wheat grain and 0.5 
ppm in wheat straw. Detectable residues 
(less than 0.05 ppm) will not occur in 
wheat milling fractions. The existing 
meat and milk tolerances will not be 
exceeded by this use. Wheat grain and 
straw with residues which are not in 
excess of these levels may enter 


interstate commerce. The Food and Drug 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Health. Education, and Welfare, has 
been advised of this action; 

8. The treated crop will not be grazed 
by livestock or cut for green chop feed; 

9. Propanil will not be applied when 
weather conditions favor run-off or drift 
from treated areas; 

10. Propanil will not be tank-mixed 
with other pesticides or fertilizers; 

11. All applicable directions, 
restrictions, and precautions on the 
EPA-registered label must be followed; 

12. North Dakota and Minnesota are 
each responsible for assuring that all of 
the provisions of its specific exemption 
are met and must submit a report 
summarizing the results of the program 
by February 1,1980; 

13. The EPA shall be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from the use of propanil in 
connection with these exemptions; and 

14. The Minnesota Department of 
Agriculture will provide the EPA Region 
V Office. Pesticides Branch, with a list 
of distributors for Stam F-34. The 
distributors will be required to maintain 
point of sale records. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide. 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (F1FRA). as 
amended in 1972.1975. and 1978 (92 Stat. 819; 
7 U.S.C 136)) 

Dated June 15.1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs . 

|FR Doc. 79-19399 Filed 6-20-79:8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 6560-01-M 


[FRL 1253-3; OPP-180293] 

States of Califocnia, Connecticut, New 
York, Oregon, Utah, and Washington; 
Issuance of Specific Exemptions to 
Use BAAM (Amitraz) to Control Pear 
Psylla 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

action: Issuance of specific exemptions. 

summary: EPA has issued specific 
exemptions to the California 
Department of Food and Agriculture, the 
Connecticut Department of 
Environmental Protection, the New York 
Department of Enviromental 
Conservation, and the Oregon, Utah, 
and Washington Departments of 
Agriculture (hereafter referred to as 
“California", “Connecticut", “New 
York", “Oregon", “Utah”, and 
“Washington" respectively) to use 
BAAM for the control of pear psylla on 
pears grown commercially in those six 
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States. The specific exemptions expire 
on September 30,1979. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767). EPA, 401 
M Street. S.W.. Room E-124. 
Washington. D.C. 20460. It is suggested 
that interested persons telephone before 
visiting the EPA Headquarters, so that 
the appropriate files may be made 
conveniently available for review 
purposes. (Telephone: 202/426-2691) 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pear 

Psylla [Psylla pyricola) appears to be 
one of the most serious and difficult to 
control pests on pears. For the 1979 
summer season, applications were 
received from the six States mentioned 
for specific exemptions to use BAAM 
(contains 19,8% N-2J2.4- 
dimethylphenyl)-N-[[(2, 4- 
dimethylphenyl)imino]methyl]-N- 
methylmethanimidamide, which has the 
common name amitraz) for this use 
pattern. Pear psylla is an aphid-like 
insect which causes economic damage 
both because of the honeydew which it 
secretes on the fruit and because it can 
act as a vector of pear decline, a serious 
and debilitating disease of pears. In the 
former instance, certain fungi grow upon 
the secreted honeydew causing a 
hlackish appearance, which lowers the 
grade of the harvested fruit and results 
in a loss of profit to the growers. In the 
latter case, the production capability of 
a given orchard can be seriously 
impaired. 

Although there are registered 
pesticides for controlling this pest, they 
are currently ineffective either because 
of developed resistance, phytoxicity, or 
inability to control certain stages of the 
insect, such as the late or “hard-shell” 
nymphal stages. In 1976, the insecticide 
chlordimeform, a highly effective 
pesticide for psylla control, was 
voluntarily withdrawn from the market 
by its manufacturers, because of 
findings which indicated that it may 
cause formation of tumors in mice. It 
should also be noted that a rebuttable 
presumption against registration (RPAR) 
of pesticide products containing amitraz 
was issued on April 6.1977 (42 FR 
18299). On Friday, January 12,1979 (44 
FR 2678). the Administrator’s decision 
on the amitraz conditionally for use on 
pears: however. EPA is not likely to do 
so in time for the early part of the 1979 
growing season. 

The six States have requested use of a 
total of 149,562 pounds active ingredient 
la.i.) to treat about 79,236 acres. The 
States asserted economic losses ranging 
*rom $3,168 in Utah to $10 million in 
'Washington, if BAAM were not allowed. 


Residues of amitraz in or on pears 
should not exceed 3.0 parts per million 
(ppm) from this use. This level has been 
judged adequate to protect the public 
health. The use of amitraz is not 
expected to result in any greater hazard 
to wildlife over that presented by 
currently employed pesticides for pear 
psylla control. 

After reviewing the applications and 
other available information, EPA 
determined that (a) pest outbreaks of 
pear psylla have occurred or are likely 
to occur; (b) there is no pesticide 
presently registered and available for 
use to control the pear psylla effectively 
in California. Connecticut, New York, 
Oregon. Utah and Washington; (c) 
significant economic problems may 
result if the pest is not controlled; and 
(d) the time available for action to 
mitigate the problems posed is 
insufficient for a pesticide to be 
registered for this use. Accordingly, 
California, Connecticut. New York. 
Oregon, Utah, and Washington, have 
been granted specific exemptions to use 
the pesticide noted above until 
September 30.1979, to the extent and in 
the manner set forth in the applications. 
The specific exemptions are also subject 
to the following conditions: 

1. The Upjohn product BAAM. which 
contains 1.5 pounds amitraz per gallon, 
will be used; 

2. The dosage rate will be three to four 
quarts of product (1.0 to 1.5 pounds a.i.) 
per acre; 

3. Applications are to be made by 
ground application only (air-blast 
sprayers or handgun); 

4. Only State-certified commercial or 
private applicators or personnel directly 
under their supervision may apply this 
pesticide; 

5. The use of BAAM is authorized 
only when an emergency condition is 
found to exist. The criteria which may 
be used in making this determination 
are as follows: 

a. The judicious use of currently 
registered pesticides for pear psylla are 
not providing adequate control of this 
pest, and 

b. In a particular orchard, a majority 
of the trees sampled have ten percent or 
more of the shoots in the scaffolding 
infested with nymphs of the pear psylla. 
For each orchard, a minimum to ten 
trees must be sampled; 

6. Only State-licensed pest control 
consultants are authorized to determine 
when an emergency condition exists 
(using the criteria above). 

Determinations will be made on an 
orchard-by-orchard basis. Upon a 
determination that an emergency 
conditions is present, as defined by 


fulfilling the criteria above, the 
consultant will sign a State-approved 
form which authorized the grower to 
purchase BAAM. This form will include 
the name of the grower, number of acres 
to be treated, amount of BAAM 
authorized to be purchased, and the 
dosage rate to be applied (1.0 to 1.5 
pounds a.i. per acre); 

7. Two pre-harvest applications are 
authorized. However, if in the judgment 
of the State, an extreme circumstance is 
present which warrants an additional 
application, this may be made. If a third 
application is made, the State shall 
inform EPA of this along with a brief 
description of the circumstances. In 
California, up to 10,750 acres of pears 
may be treated. In Connecticut, up to 
14,000 acres may be treated. In New 
York, up to 4,282 acreas may be treated. 
In Oregon, up to 23.500 acres may be 
treated. In Utah, up to 704 acres may be 
treated. In Washington, up to 26,000 
acres may be treated; 

8. The maximum quantity of amitraz 
authorized in each State is: California— 
48,375 pounds; Connecticut—63,000 
pounds; New York—19,269 pounds: 
Oregon—105,750 pounds; Utah—3,168 
pounds; and Washington—100,000 
pounds; 

9. Pesticide dealers will not be 
allowed to sell BAAM to any grower or 
applicator unless the signed 
authorization form is presented; 

10. Pesticide distributors will be 
responsible for keeping accurate records 
of the amount of BAAM received from 
Upjohn and the amounts which are sold 
to dealers. Dealers will also maintain 
accurate records of the amounts of 
BAAM received and sold; 

11. Agricultural workers shall not re¬ 
enter any orchard sprayed with BAAM 
until the foliage is completely dry and at 
least 24 hours have elapsed after 
treatment with BAAM; 

12. The following protective clothing 
must be worn during mixing, loading, 
and clean-up operations involving 
BAAM: a long sleeved, fine weave shirt, 
long, fine weave pants, rubber gloves, 
and boots. When applying BAAM, the 
same protective clothing must be worn; 

13. The following precautions and 
safeguards must be taken when using 
BAAM: 

a. Care must be taken to avoid getting 
it in eyes, on skin, or on clothing; 

b. Care must be taken to avoid 
breathing vapors or spray mist; 

c. In case of contract with skin, the 
skin must be washed as soon as 
possible with soap and plenty of water; 

d. If amitraz gets on clothing, 
contaminated clothing must be removed, 
and affected parts of the body washed 
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with soap and water. If the extent of 
contamination is unknown, the entire 
body must be washed thoroughly. The 
affected person must change to clean 
clothing; 

e. At the end of the work day, the 
entire body must be bathed with soap 
and plenty of water, and 

f. Clean clothes must be worn each 
day and laundered before reuse; 

14. There will be a pre-harvest 
interval of not less than seven days; 

15. Pears with a residue level of 
amitraz not exceeding 3.0 ppm may 
enter interstate commerce. The Food 
and Drug Administration. U.S. 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, has been advised of this 
action; 

16. A final report will be submitted to 
the Emergency Response Section, EPA, 
by the end of 1979; this report will 
outline the acreage the was treated, the 
total amounts of BAAM applied, the 
results of the program, and any adverse 
effect (such as phytotoxicity); 

17. All applicable label precautions, 
directions, and restrictions shall be 
followed; 

18. All unused, unopened containers 
of BAAM will be returned to the 
manufacturer at the end of the growing 
season.-If conditional registration of 
BAAM is granted, arrangements may be 
made by the manufacturer to relabel 
existing containers; 

19. The EPA shall be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from the use of this pesticide in 
connection with this exemption; and 

20. Extreme precautions must be taken 
to avoid contamination of lakes, 
streams, ponds, and rivers. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). as 
amended in 1972.1975, and 1978 (92 Stat. 891; 
7 U.S.C. 136).) 

Dated: June 15,1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Progivms. 

|FR Doc. 78-HM00 Filed 0-20-7* 8:45 ttm| 

EM LUNG CODE 0480-01-81 


IFRL 1254-3; OPP-180314] 

U.S. Department of Agriculture; 
Issuance of Specific Exemption To 
Use Toxaphene To Control Scabies on 
Cattle 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

action: Issuance of a specific 
exemption. 


SUMMARY: EPA has granted a specific 
exemption to the Marketing and 
Transportation Services of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture (hereafter 
referred to as "USDA" or the 
“Applicant”) to use toxaphene at a 
higher concentration than is currently 
EPA-registered to eradicate scabies and 
ticks on cattle. The specific exemption 
expires on May 1 , 1980. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767), Office of 
Pesticide Programs. EPA, 401 M Street 
SW., Room E-124, Washington, D.C. 
20460, Telephone: 202/426-2691. It is 
suggested that interested persons 
telephone before visiting EPA 
Headquarters, so that the appropriate 
files may be made conveniently 
available for review purposes. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

According to the Applicant, psoroptic 
cattle scabies, caused by the mite 
Psoroptes bovis, was believed to be 
eliminated from the United States in the 
early 1950’s. There was a recurrence in 
the later 1950’s; a low number of 
outbreaks in the 1960’s; and a serious 
increase in the 1970’s with the number of 
incidences at 984, and the Applicant 
anticipates that the number for the 
decade will go over 1,000. The problem 
now exists in fourteen States, and all 
States are at risk, the Applicant claims. 

The mite bites the animal and then 
feeds on 9erum resulting from the bite. 
The skin becomes thickened and the 
mites move to new sites spreading over 
an ever-increasing body area. The 
disease, which causes intense irritation, 
results in loss of hair coat, thickening 
skin, and feed consumption reduced a9 
much as 60 percent. The affected 
animals may also suffer from 
hypothermia because of hair loss and 
lowered feed consumption. 

The Applicant proposed to use 
toxaphene in a swim dip vat, cage vat. 
or spray-dip machine at farms, ranches, 
feedlots, and markets in an eradication 
program. Toxaphene is EPA-registered 
for this use at a maximum concentration 
of 0.5 percent toxaphene. The Applicant 
proposed to use toxaphene at a 
concentration of 0.5 to 0.6 percent. 
Infected animals will be treated twice 
with a ten- to fourteen-day interval 
between treatments. Uninfected animals 
in infected lots will be treated once. 
Lactating dairy animals will not be 
treated. A 28-day pre-slaughter interval 
will be observed. 

According to the Applicant, 
toxaphene is the only registered 
pesticide which provides the degree of 
control desired. The proposed program 


has been found to be effective, the 
Applicant stated. The Applicant 
estimated a loss of $820 million without 
a Federal eradication program. 

A tolerance has been established at 7 
parts per million (ppm) for residues of 
toxaphene in or on the fat of meat from 
cattle. Residues resulting from use of the 
proposed 0.5-0.6 percent concentration 
of toxaphene. with a 28-day pre/ 
slaughter interval, are not expected to 
exceed the established tolerance level. 
The proposed use of toxaphene is not 
expected to present an unreasonable 
adverse on the environment. 

It should be noted that a rebuttable 
presumption against registration of 
pesticide products containing toxaphene 
was published in the Federal Register on 
May 25.1977 (42 FR 26861); however, no 
decision has yet been made by EPA as 
to appropriate regulatory action in this 
matter. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information, EPA has 
determined that (a) pest outbreaks of 
scabies and ticks have occurred; (b) 
toxaphene is not effective at its 
currently registered rate of 
concentration; (c) there are no 
alternative means of control taking into 
account the efficacy and hazard; (d) \ 
significant economic problems may 
result if scabies and ticks are not 
controlled; and (e) the time available for 
action to mitigate the problems posed is 
insufficient for a pesticide to be 
registered for this use. Accordingly, the 
Applicant has been granted a specific 
exemption to use the pesticide noted 
above until May 1,1980, in the manner 
set forth in the application. The specific 
exemption is also subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. State and USDA personnel must 
supervise treatment of cattle. Treatment 
must be conducted in accordance with 
USDA’s veterinary service 
memorandum 556.1, supplement No. 3; 

2. Concentrations of toxaphene in dip 
vats or 9pray machines shall not exceed 
0.6 percent; 

3. Only cattle in lots found to be 
infected with ticks and/or the Psoropttts 
cattle scabies may be treated; 

4. Infected cattle may be treated twice 
with a 10- to 14-day interval between 
treatments; 

5. Exposed animals from infected lots 
may be treated only once; 

6. Lactating animals may not be 
treated; 

7. A 28-day pre-slaughter interval 
must be observed; 

8. All applicable precautions on EPA- 
registered toxaphene labels regarding 
human and wildlife safety must be 
observed; 
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9. The EPA shall be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from this specific exemption; 

10. A permanent tolerance for 
residues of toxaphene in the fat of meat 
from cattle has been established at 7 
ppm. The fat of meat from cattle with 
residues not exceeding this level may be 
shipped in interstate commerce; and 

11. The Applicant is responsible for 
assuring that all provisions of this 
specific exemption are met and must 
submit a report summarizing the results 
of this program by August 30,1980. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as 
amended in 1972,1975. and 1978 (92 Stat. 819: 
7 U.S.C 136)) 

Dated: June 15.1979. 

Edwin L Johnson. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs. \ 

|FR Doc- 79-19408 Filed 5-21-79: 8:45 tun) 

BILLING COD€ 6560-01-M 


(FRL 1254-4; OPP-180315] 

U.S. Department of the Interior; 
Issuance of Specific Exemption To 
Use Sodium Cyanide in the M-44 
Device To Eradicate Arctic Foxes on 
Agattu Island in the Aleutians 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA), Office of Pesticide 
Programs. 

action: Issuance of a specific 
exemption. 

summary: EPA has granted a specific 
exemption to the Fish and Wildlife 
Service. U.S. Department of the Interior 
(hereafter referred to as the 
“Applicant”) to use approximately 88.78 
grams sodium cyanide in the M-44 
device to eradicate the Arctic Fox 
(Alopex lagopus) on Agattu Island in 
order to protect an endangered species, 
the Aleutian Canada Goose fBranta 
canadensis leucopareia). The specific 
exemption expires on May 30,1980. 

FOR FURTHER information: Emergency 
Response Section, Registration Division 
(TS-767), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
EPA. 401 M Street, S.W., Room: E-124, 
Washington, D.C. 20460, Telephone: 202/ 
426-2691. It is suggested that interested 
persons telephone before coming to the 
EPA Headquarters, so that the 
appropriate files may be made 
conveniently available for review 
purposes. 

supplementary information: 

According to the Applicant, a remnant 
breeding population of Aleutian Canada 


Geese was confirmed on Buldir Island in 
the Aleutians in 1962. Today this tiny 
island supports the only known 
population, estimated at about 1,000 
birds. The population decline in 
Aleutian Canada Geese and their 
breeding range is largely attributed to 
predation by introduced fox. The 
Applicant stated that the practice of 
introducing fox, not native to the 
islands, was initiated for private fur 
farming. This practice was discontinued 
in the late 1930's and all permits were 
revoked. The past control program of 
trapping and shooting has proven 
ineffective. The Applicant requested use 
of the M-44 device for control of the fox 
population so that a recovery program 
on Agattu Island for the endangered 
Aleutian Canada Goose may be 
successfully completed. 

The Applicant proposed that the M- 
44, a spring-loaded device, containing 
sodium cyanide be used. A maximum of 
100 sodium cyanide capsules containing 
a total of 88.78 grams active ingredient 
will be exposed on Agattu Island for one 
year. The M-44 devices will be placed 
only by authorized personnel on Agattu 
Island. Aleutian Islands National 
Wildlife Refuge, Alaska. All unused 
capsules of sodium cyanide will be 
recovered. 

It is anticipated that other elements of 
the Aleutian avian fauna will flourish in 
the long run as a result of the 
eradication program. Overall, the 
hazards to non-target species through 
this use of the M-44 appear to be 
negligible. 

It should be noted that, in 1972, the 
President issued an Executive Order 
which banned the use of chemical 
toxicants on Federal lands, except in 
emergency conditions. One of these 
conditions was the use of chemical 
toxicants for the preservation of one or 
more wildlife species threatened with 
extinction or likely within the 
foreseeable future to become so 
threatened. The Aleutian Canada Goose 
falls within this provision. Further, in 
1975, the EPA issued a registration to the 
Fish and Wildlife Service for the use of 
sodium cyanide-loaded M-44 devices to 
control coyote, fox, and feral dogs which 
prey upon livestock; the EPA has 
determined that the sodium cyanide/M- 
44 device will also be effective in 
removing the Arctic Fox from Agattu 
Island. If the introduced fox cannot be 
removed, a successful breeding colony 
of the Aleutian Canada Goose may not 
be achieved and this species will 
continue to be in jeopardy. As 


previously mentioned, other methods 
such as trapping and shooting have not 
been successful in eradicating the Arctic 
Fox. 

Since Agattu Island is uninhabited by 
man. there should be no danger to 
humans as a result of this use of the 
sodium cyanide-loaded M-44 devices. 

After reviewing the application and 
other available information, EPA has 
determined that (a) an emergency 
situation involving an endangered 
species exists; (b) there are no 
alternative means of control, taking into 
account the efficacy and hazard; (c) 
significant environmental problems may 
result if the Arctic Fox is not eradicated 
from Agattu Island; and (d) the time 
available for action to mitigate the 
problems posed is insufficient for a 
pesticide to be registered for this use. 
Accordingly, the Applicant has been 
granted a specific exemption to use the 
pesticide noted above until May 30, 

1980, to the extent and in the manner set 
forth in the application. The specific 
exemption is also subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. A maximum of 100 sodium cyanide 
capsules (equivalent to an approximate 
total of 88.78 grams active ingredient) to 
be used in the M-44 device is 
authorized; 

2. The sodium cyanide and M-44 
devices may be exposed for a one-year 
period beginning on May 1.1979 until 
May 30.1980. The devices should be 
periodically checked until August 10, 
1979, and then left until pickup on May 
30,1980; 

3. Only Fish and Wildlife Service 
personnel trained in application 
techniques shall place the sodium 
cyanide devices on Agattu Island, 
Aleutian Islands National Wildlife 
Refuge, Alaska: 

4. All unused sodium cyanide 
capsules shall be recovered at the end of 
the program; 

5. All precautions shall be taken to 
avoid or minimize hazards to non-target 
species that may result from the use of 
this program; 

6. The EPA shall be immediately 
informed of any adverse effects 
resulting from the use of this program; 
and 

7. A report must be submitted to EPA 
by August 31,1980. summarizing the 
results of this program. 

(Section 18 of the Federal Insecticide, 
Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA). as 
amended in 1972.1975, and 1978 (92 Stat. 819: 

7 U.S.C. 136)) 
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Dated: June 15.1979. 

Edwin L. Johnson. 

Deputy Assistant Administrator for Pesticide 
Programs. 

|KR Ooc. 79-19*09 Filed 6-20-79; 6:45 am) 

8TILING COOt 6560-0 t-M 


[FRL 1254-5 J 

Water Quality Standards; Main Stem of 
the Ohio River 

agency: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

action: Notice. 

summary: EPA is seeking data and 
information concerning appropriate and 
compatible water quality standards for 
the main stem of the Ohio River as the 
Agency initiates a technical review of 
water quality standards adopted by the 
States or as recommended by the Ohio 
River Valley Water Sanitation 
Commission (ORSANCO). Existing 
standards have been adopted by six 
States, approved by three different EPA 
regional offices, and also involve the 
activities of ORSANCO. Because of this 
division of authority and the fact that 
standards have been adopted, revised 
and approved several times since the 
beginning of the program in 1965. the 
standards are not always consistent or 
compatible in terms of pollutant 
parameters included or the criteria 
values assigned to specific parameters. 
Information received in response to this 
notice, plus information already on 
hand, will provide a basis for EPA to 
approve or disapprove adopted State 
standards or promulgate Federal 
standards if necessary. Nothing in this 
notice should be construed as a reason 
to delay any ongoing State action with 
regard to the review and possible 
revision of water quality standards. 

dates: Written comments should be 
submitted to the person identified 
immediately below by August 6,1979. 
EPA anticipates conducting public 
meetings to receive comments after the 
technical review is completed and 
recommendations are developed. We 
welcome public reaction as to the 
usefulness of EPA sponsoring such 
meetings. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Kenneth M. Mackenthun. Director, 
Criteria and Standards Division (WH- 
585), Office of Water Planning and 
Standards, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency. 401 M Street. S.W., 
Washington, D.C., telephone 202-755- 
0100. 


Background: 

Water quality standards play an 
important role in the basic scheme of the 
Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq. 
Under section 301(b)(1)(C) of the Act, 
water quality standards may dictate the 
enforceable discharge limitation for an 
industrial or municipal polluter. Water 
quality standards may also form the 
basis for the areawide planning 
requirements under section 208. Water 
quality standards may thus be 
translated into enforceable requirements 
not only for “point” sources such as 
industrial and municipal dischargers, 
but also for “nonpoint” sources such as 
agricultural, silvicultural, and 
construction activities. 

Congress has directed in section 
101(a)(2) that by July 1,1983. water 
quality providing for “the protection and 
propagation of fish, shellfish, and 
wildlife” and “recreation in and on the 
water" be achieved wherever 
attainable. Congress has also directed 
that water quality standards “protect 
the public health or welfare, enhance 
the quality of water and serve the 
purposes of this Act.” (section 303(c)(2)). 

General Nature of a Water Quality 
Standard 

Water quality standards for a 
particular water body (or stream 
segment) will generally consist of two 
elements: (a) a designated beneficial use 
(such as public water supply, recreation, 
agriculture, etc.); and (b) criteria for 
various pollutants, expressed in 
numerical concentrations limits, 
sufficient to support the designated use. 

A numerical concentration limit is. in 
effect, an ambient criterion; it sets a 
maximum pollutant concentration level 
which is not to be exceeded in a 
particular water body. An example of a . 
water quality standard under the Act 
might be: in the A river, which is 
designated for fishing and swimming 
(use), there shall be no more than X 
micrograms of lead per liter of water 
(criterion); in the B river, which is 
designated for agricultural purposes 
(use), there shall be no more than Y 
micrograms of lead per liter of water 
(criterion), 

Basic Statutory Framework for 
Developing Standards 

Section 303 sets the procedural 
framework for the development of water 
quality standards. Sections 303(a) and 
(b) concern the transition from the 1965 
Water Quality Act to the 1972 Federal 
Water Pollution Control Act. Section 
303(c) contains the provisions which are 
of current importance. This section 


creates an ongoing process for the 
establishment and modification of water 
quality standards which serve the 
present Act's purposes. ’ 

Under section 303(c) (1) and (2). each 
State is to review its existing water 
quality standards at least once every 3 
years, revise them where appropriate, 
and submit such revision to EPA 
approval. EPA must review the revised 
standards to determine whether they 
protect the public health or welfare, 
enhance the quality of the water, and 
serve the purposes of the Act. If EPA 
determines that the revised standards 
meet the requirements of the Act, EPA 
will approve the standards. EPA must 
propose and promulgate its own 
standards under section 303(c)(4)(A) 
where it finds State revisions 
inadequate. 

Finally, EPA is authorized not only to 
react to those revisions submitted by 
States, but also to take affirmative 
action to issue federal standards. Under 
section 303(c)(4)(B), EPA may propose 
and promulgate federal standards in any 
case where a revised or new standard is 
necessary to meet the requirements of 
the Act. 

EPA's regulations and policies 
concerning water quality standards are 
set forth in: 

(1) Water quality standards 
regulations at 40 CFR 130.17 (40 FR 
55340—41; November 28,1975), recodified 
as 40 CFR 351550. (FR 44 30040), May 23. 
1979; 

(2) “Guidelines for State and 
Areawide Water Quality Management 
Program Development”, chapter 5 (41 FR 
48777; November 5,1976); and 

(3) Statement of current policy and 
advance notice of proposed rulemaking, 
(43 FR 29588-92; July 10. 1978). 

Basis and Purpose 

This notice begins an administrative 
process designed to generate sufficient 
data and information to assist the States 
and EPA in developing compatible 
water quality standards applicable to 
the main stem of the Ohio River, which 
can be used by EPA as the basis for 
approving or revising State standards. 

States along the Ohio River currently 
are engaged in activities involving the 
review, revision, and approval/ 
disapproval of water quality standards 
bordering the Ohio River. Kentucky, 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia are 
expected to submit revised standards to 
EPA for review sometime this summer. 
EPA has disapproved portions of the 
water quality standards in Indiana and 
Ohio and currently is developing 
proposed Federal rules for these States' 
standards. Illinois is also considering 
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revisions to its standards but no 
timetable has been set for final State 
action. 

Standards applicable to the Ohio 
River have been adopted by six States: 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio. 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia. Each 
State has its own administrative 
procedures which must be followed in 
adopting or revising water quality 
standards. To support their adopted 
water quality criteria levels, States have 
used their own research, information 
made available by EPA and its 
predecessor agencies, and 
recommendations made and supported 
by ORSANCO. State standards have 
been reviewed and approved over the 
years by several different EPA Regional 
offices. 

The result of this combination of 
events and processes is that standards 
for the main stem of the Ohio River are 
not always compatible. Standards vary 
among States in terms of: (1) the number 
of parameters included, (2) the criteria 
values assigned to specific parameters, 
(3) agreement with parameter coverage 
and criteria levels recommended by 
ORSANCO, (4) agreement with criteria 
values recommended by EPA, (5) 
ORSANCO and EPA may have different 
criteria value recommendations for the 
same parameter, and (6) States have 
adopted standards for certain 
parameters for which neither — 
ORSANCO or EPA has made 
recommendations. 

Some of the differences which exist in 
the standards may be supported by 
scientific data and rationale. EPA policy 
allows for the application of legitimate 
local environmental considerations in 
approving State-adopted water quality 
standards. 

EPA is hereby announcing that we are 
beginning a technical review of State 
water quality standards, including any 
information available as a result of 
current State review activities, 
recommendations and supporting 
information on water quality criteria 
generated by ORSANCO. and any 
information the public might offer as a 
result of this notice. 

After EPA completes its technical 
review and is prepared to offer a 
specific set of recommendations, several 
mechanisms are available to assure the 
use of these recommendations in the 
standards review and approval process. 
In addition to the formal proposal/ 
promulgation authority described earlier 
in this notice, other possibilities include: 
(1) discussing the results with the States 
and if general agreement is reached, 
request the States to apply the 
recommendations during their next 


review period, (2) obtain agreement on 
the recommendations with ORSANCO 
for use as their recommendations to the 
States for adoption, (3) publish as 
Federal guidance for the next State 
review period. EPA has not pre¬ 
determined a course of action at this 
time and requests public reaction as to 
which procedure would be best. 

Table of ORSANCO and QCW 
Recommendations 1 

The following table summarizes 
ORSANCO’s recommended standards 
for the mainstream of the Ohio River 
and the recommendations contained in 
Quality Criteria for Water (QCW). 2 The 
numerical limits in QCW are derived on 
a national scale and generally do not 
take into account the variability of 
waters from State-to-State. EPA 
therefore does not require that States 
automatically adopt the QCW numbers 
for all of their waters. 

Nevertheless, EPA feels that the data 
base for the QCW numbers is 
sufficiently broad for the numbers to 
have presumptive applicability. EPA’s 
policy is that a State may adopt a 
numerical concentration level for a 
QCW constituent which is less stringent 
than the QCW number, but only if a 
State provides adequate technical 
justification for the deviation (Chapter 5 
Guidelines section 5.3(A)). In general 
these criteria are designed to suport the 
uses designated for the Ohio River of 
primary and secondary contact 
recreation, and the preservation and 
propagation of fish and aquatic life. 

The substances below do not 
constitute all of the chemicals for which 
EPA has recommended numerical or 
bioassay criteria, but do reflect those 
generally found in existing State 
standards. Note that the EPA- 
recommended criteria for four 
substances—arsenic, barium, iron and 
phenol—are for the protection of public 
water supply source waters. These 
criteria are still comparable to 
ORSANCO recommendations since 
ORSANCO recommendations are for ail 
beneficial water uses. Numerical criteria 
recommended for the protection of 
public water supplies generally will 
protect all other beneficial uses. 


'Although all States have adopted standards for 
the Ohio River, they are not published here as many 
of the States are actively considering revising the 
standards. It is quite possible, therefore, that current 
standards may be changed in the next several 
months. 

2 Under the consent decree in NRDC w Train, 8 
ERC 2120. (DO C 1976). modified at 12 ERC 1833 
(D.D.C. 1979), EPA is currently developing new 
criteria for many of the pollutants covered in QCW. 
Information and recommendations developed in this 
process may be reflected in EPA‘s recommendations 
for the Ohio River. 


ORSANCO and QCW 
Recommendations for State Water 
Quality Standards 

ORSANCO recommendations are 
intended to protect all uses (that is. fish 
and wildlife protection, public water 
supply source waters, recreation in and 
on the water, and navigation). 
ORSANCO has not adopted criteria for 
pesticides. 

Constitute!* • ORSNCO QCW 


Ammonia. 

0.05* — _ 

_ 0.02* 

Arsenic_ 

.. 0.05. 

0.05 (pws) 

Ranum 

10 . 

. 10 lows) 

Boron.. ...-.- 


Cadmium_0.01__ 0 004io 0.012. 

depending upon 
water hardness 


CCE___ 

Chloride.. 250__ 250 « 

Chromium. 005(bex)—__0 05 

Copper..._Bioessay( 1)_,— Boessay(l) 

Cyanide_ 0.025_ 0 005 

Fluonde..1.0___ 

Iron_ __0.3 (pws) 

Lead.. 0.05_____ bioassay(Oi) 

Manganese_ _____0.05 

Mercury_ 0.0002'_ 000005 

Nickel__ _..._ btoassay(.Ol) 

(NO, + NO 0— 10.0_100 

(NO,)_ 1.0--- 

Oil & grease ... -...... txoassay{ Ot) 

Phenol .___ 0.01_0.001 (pws) 

Selenium.. 0.01.,_b*oassay(0l) 

Silver- 005- twoassay(Oi) 

Sulfate_ 250... 250* 

Zinc__ bioassay(Oi)- bmassay(Ol) 


* Except as otherwise noted, "total" constituent 
concentrations are used, in mg/1. 

* Un tonrzed ammoma 

* Plus a body burden criterion not to exceed 0 0005 mg/k, 
body weight. 

* EPA cntenon is lor total chlorides and sulfates not to 
exceed 250 mg/1 each 

Traditional Water Quality Constituents; 
Comparison of QCW, and ORSANCO 
Criteria 


Constituent 

ORSANCO 

OCW 

OtesoNed 

4 minimum_.. 

5 minimum 

oxygen 



(mg/t). 

Temperature 

89* max, 5* rise 

see protocol* 

<*F) 

(monthly max 


Fecal coSform. 

tabulated). 

200/100_1 

200/100. 

Bactena (fc/ 

note 1_ 


100 mi) 

pH (pH units) 

60-9_ 

6.5-9. 

Dissolved 

500 mg/1 as monthly 

250 each for chlorides 

solids (mg/ 

ave. 750 mg/1 

and sulfates 

n 

max. 



Note 1: Seasonal fecal conform limitation* are established 
From May untt October 200 organisms per 100 ml«the 
ambient cntenon From November unhi April. 1000 organisms 
per 100 ml»the ambient cntenon. 

•The basis and methodology for EPA’s recommended 
protocol« described m Temperature Catena tor Freshwater 
Fish: Protocol and Procedures, Environmental Research 
Laboratory. Duluth, Minnesota, May. 1977. EPA-600/3-77- 
061 

The following temperatures have been 
determined using the protocol published 
in Temperature Criteria for Freshwater 
Fish: Protocol and Procedures. 
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Temperature (*F) 

Period 

Average 

temperature 

(*F> 

Maximum 

temperature 

m 

January. 



50 

February. 



50 

March 1-15 ... 

51 


55 

March 16-31 . 

54 



April 1-15_ 

_ 59 


64 

April 16-30.. 

_ 64 


51 

May 1-15. 

70 


ra 

May 16-31. 

.. 77 


61 

June 1-15_ 

_ 61 


62 

June 16-30 ......._ 

84 


86 

July... 

. 84 


87 

August 

.. 84 


B7 

September.. 

82 


64 

Octobor.. 



80 

November.. 



70 

December.. 



57 


For temperature, EPA recommends 
that States use a formalized 
methodology to develop site-specific 
criteria. This methodology is discussed 
in detail in Temperature Criteria for 
Freshwater Fish: Protocol and 
Procedures (EPA-600/3-700-061: May. 
1977). Rather than basing temperature 
criteria upon historical extremes, the 
methodology uses the physiological and 
reproductive requirements of indigenous 
aquatic life to establish maximum and 
average temperature limits. The 
methodology enables the regulatory 
agency to choose the sensitive acquatic 
species it wants to protect, and develop 
appropriate temperature criteria. Using 
this approach, the temperature criterion 
would be a maximum instream 
temperature of 87° F, during July and 
August, with the average from mid-June 
through August never exceeding 84° F. 
The methodology used to develop these 
criteria is presented in Appendix A. 

This criterion is more stringent by 2 a F 
than the temperature maximum of 89 G F 
adopted by all the States except 
Pennsylvania. The State-adopted 
criteria allow a 5°F excursion above the 
maximum, which would not be included 
by using this protocol. 

Chemical Constituents: Recommended 
in Quality Criteria for Water but Not 
Included in State Standards 

Comments are invited as to the merits 
of including the following parameters in 
State standards. 


Constituent) Criterion (mg/1) 


Beryllium ----— 0.0 n to 1.1. depending upon 

water hardness 

Total residual cWonne _ 0.01 

Phthaiate esters _ 0.003 


Hydrogen sulfide ___ 0.002 

Aldno/dteUrin..- . 0.000003 

Chiordane _ ___ 0.00001 

2.4-0. ----- 0 1 (pws) 

2,4.5-TP _......._ 001 (pws) 

DOT - 0000001 

Demeton __ 0 0001 

Endosuftan .. 0.000003 

Endnn _ 0000004 

GutNon __ 0.00001 


Constituentt Criterion (mg/1) 


HeptachkK._ 

Lindane .... 

Maiattwon ........... 

Methoxochlor.^... 

Mire*... 

Parathon.. 

Toxaphene—. 


0.000001 
0.00001 
0.0001 
0 00003 
0/000001 
0.00004 
0.000005 


*t Except as otherwise noted, -total’* constituent 
concentrations are used. 

Specific Issues for Commenters to 
Address 

Written comments are invited on all 
issues raised in this notice. The address 
to send written comments is noted in the 
introduction to this notice. 

EPA is especially interested in 
soliciting public comments on the 
following questions: (1) To what degree 
should water quality standards be 
uniform throughout the Ohio River, in 
terms of the numbers of toxic 
constituents and the criteria levels for 
these parameters included in various 
State standards. (2) Which QCW criteria 
and what criteria levels listed above are 
appropriate for the Ohio River, (3) In 
what case, if any, should seasonal or 
segment-specific criteria be developed 
and used, (4) To what degree should 
numerical criteria for the “traditional’' 
water quality constituents such as 
temperature, dissolved oxygen, pH, be 
uniform throughout the Ohio River main 
stem, and (5) Are the species selected by 
EPA (listed in Appendix A) to derive 
temperature criteria for the Ohio River 
the most sensitive, important species, (6) 
Would public meetings on the results of 
EPA’s technical review be useful, and 
(7) What is the best procedure to obtain 
State-adoption of compatible standards 
following development of EPA 
recommendations. 

Thomas C. Jorling. 

Assistant Administrator for Water and Waste 
Management. 

June 8,1979. 

Appendix A: Temperature Criteria for 
Freshwater Fish on the Ohio River: Protocol 
and Procedures 

1. The following publications were used to 
develop the temperature criteria for the entire 
main stem of the Ohio River: 

—Federal Water Pollution Control 
Administration, 1969. FWPCA 
presentations to the ORSANCO 
Engineering Committee. US Department of 
the Interior. Sixty-ninth meeting, 

Cincinnati. Ohio. May 13-14,1969. 

—National Academy of Sciences/National 
Academy of Engineering. 1973. Water 
Quality Criteria. 1972, A Report of the 
Committee on Water Quality Criteria, 1972, 
A Report of the Committee on Water 
Quality Criteria. U.S. EPA. Washington, 
D.C.. publication number EPA-R3-73-033. 

—Environmental Protection Agency, 1977. 
Quality Criteria for Water. 1976 


Government Printing Office, Washington, 
D.C.. order number 055-001-01049-4. 

—Environmental Protection Agency. 1977. 
Temperature Criteria for Freshwater Fish: 
Protocol and Procedures. Ecological 
Research Series. U.S. EPA. Washington. 
D.C., publication number EPA-600/3-77- 
061. 

2. Data for the following important 
sensitive game and food fish were used with 
the protocol to develop temperature criteria 
for the Ohio River: 

—Black Crappie (Pomoxis nigromaculatus). 

—Bluegill Sunfish Lepomis macrochirus). 

—Carp (Cyprinus carpio). 

—Channel Catfish (Ictaluruspunctatus). 

—Emerald Shiner (Notropis atherinoides). 

—Freshwater Drum (Aplodinotus grunniens). 
—Largemouth Bass (Micropterus salmoides). 
—Sauge (Stizostedion canadense). 

—Smallmouth Bass (Micropterus dolomieui). 
—Smallmouth Buffalo (Ictiobus bubalus). 

—White Bass (Morone chrysops). 

—White Crappie (Pomoxis annularis). 

—White Sucker (Catastomus commersoni). 

3. Before proceeding with a narrative 
description of the protocol, the reader should 
become familiar with the following terms and 
their definitions: • 

— Acclimation temperature —the temperature 
within an organism's thermal tolerance 
range at which the organism has been held 
over a period of several days and to which 
the organism's metabolism has 
accommodated by internal biochemical 
adjustments. 

—Ambient natural temperature of a 

waterway —the existing temperature of the 
receiving water at a location which is 
unaffected by manmade thermal discharges 
and a location which is also of a depth and 
exposure to winds and currents which 
typify the most environmentally sensitive 
portions of the waterway. 

— Important sensitive species —aquatic 
organisms and plant life which are of 
special significance to the public either 
because of their commercial, recreational, 
or ecological value. These may include, but 
are not limited to. fishes known to be 
sensitive to pollutants at any stage of their 
life cycle, invertebrates which constitute an 
economic resource or occupy critical niches 
in the food web, or aquatic grasses which 
have an important function in the natural 
ecology of the aquatic environment. 

— Lower lethal threshold—the lowest 
temperature of the experimentally 
determined tolerance range at which 50 
percent of a sample of test organism will 
survive acute exposure. 

— Physiological optimum temperature —the 
optimum temperature necessary for 
sustaining actively growing and 
reproducing populations. 

—Ultimate upper incipient lethal 
temperature —that temperature beyond 
which no increase in lethal temperature 
results from further increase in acclimation 
temperature. 

4. Basic Concept To develop temperature 
criteria for freshwater fish using EPA's 
recommended protocol, information on two 
important factors must be obtained: (1) data 
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on maximum temperatures at which normal 
growth and reproduction can occur without 
impairment; and (2) data on the permissible « 
temperature range for normal growth and 
reproduction, and at what rate the 
temperature can change within permissible 
range. 

The EPA protocol uses these data to 
establish a maximum weekly average 
temperature and a short term maximum 
temperature, both of which will vary with the 
season of the year. Taken together, these two 
values should protect the most sensitive life 
stages of the fish species in section 2 above 
throughout the year. 

5. Procedure for Developing Temperature 
Criteria. Maximum Weekly A verage 
Temperature. The minimum data necessary 
to develop the temperature criterion for a 
given period of time are: (1) the physiological 
optimum temperature; and (2) the ultimate 
upper incipient lethal temperature. The latter 
value represents the "breaking point” 
between the highest temperatures to which 
an animal can be acclimated and the lowest 
of the extreme upper temperatures that will 
kill a warmwater-acclimated aquatic 
organism. Physiological optima can be based 
on performance, metabolic rate, temperature 
preference, growth, natural distribution, or 
tolerance of the aquatic organism. Growth 


rate appears to be the most sensitive function 
since it reflects the combined physiological 
responses of an organism. Thus, scientific 
investigations on the growth rate of 
temperature-stressed aquatic life are 
important. 

Maximum weekly average temperatures for 
growth have already been calculated for 34 
fish species based on data compiled in 
Appendices B and C of Temperature Criteria 
for Freshwater Fish: Protocol and 
Procedures. These values are shown in Table 
1. Scientific judgement must be used to 
interpret some of the available literature 
because of differences in laboratory methods 
used, age of test species, and feeding 
regimens. 

For example, the data sheet for channel 
catfish (Appendix C) includes four 
temperature ranges for optimum growth 
based on three published papers. To develop 
criteria protective of the entire catfish 
populations; use data for growth of juveniles 
and adults rather than larvae. The middle of 
each range for juvemile channel catfish 
growth is 29 degrees and 30 degrees C. In this 
instance 29 degrees C is judged the best 
estimate of the optimum. The incipient lethal 
temperature) appearing in Appendix C is 38 
degrees C. Using the formula for the 
maximum weekly average temperature for 
growth, we obtain; 


29 degrees C + (3ft - 39 de8rees C > =32 degrees C 


The maximum weekly average temperature 
for growth of channel catfish thus would be 
32 degrees C (as appears in Table 1) 

Average temperature criteria in part 8 
below are monthly and bi-weekly instead of 
weekly. The reason for this is that the 
calculated weekly averages for some two to 
four week periods during a specific season 
are not significantly different from each 
other. 

Short Term Maximum Temperature for 
Growth Seasons. Maximum temperatures for 
short term exposures will protect against 
immediate lethal effects of temperature 
above the ambient natural temperature. EPA 
assumes that the incipient lethal temperature 
data (reflecting 50 percent survival) 
necessary for this calculation are based on 
an acclimation temperature near the 
maximum weekly average temperature. 

For example, the data in Appendix B for 
the channel catfish show four data points 
near the maximum weekly average 
temperature calculated above (32 degrees C): 


Acclimation 



temperature 



(degrees C) 

a 

b 

30 

321736 

-07011 

34 

26.4202 

-0.6149 

30 

17.7125 

-0 4058 

35 

28.3031 

-0.6554 


The formula for calculating the maximum 
for short exposure is: 

temperature (degrees C)=(log (time, in 
minutes}-^] b 

To solve the equation select a maximum 
time limitation for short exposure. An 
appropriate length of time for short exposure 
is 24 hours, without risking violation of the 
maximum weekly average temperature. 

With the time fixed at 24 hours (1,440 
minutes), solve the equation above by using 
the above acclimation temperatures. 

Upon solving for each of the four data 
points we obtain 37.1 degrees. 37.8 degrees. 
35.9 degrees, and 38.4 degrees C. The average 
is 37.3 degrees C. After subtracting the 2 
degrees C safety factor to provide for 100 
percent survival, the short-term maximum for 
channel catfish would be 35 degrees C, as 
appears in Table 1. 

6. Recommended Temperature Criteria for 
the Ohio River Mainstem. 

Using the protocol from Temperature 
Criteria for Freshwater Fish: Protocol and 
Procedures (outline in part 5 above), the 
following data re the basis for temperature 
criteria recommended in this notice: 

March 1-15 —The period average of 51 
degrees F and the maximum limit of 56 


degrees F provide for natural spring warming 
and the protection of sauger spawning. 

March 15-51 —The period average of 54 
degrees F is identical to the recommended 
average temperature for sauger spawning and 
the maximum limit of 59 degrees F is identical 
to reported upper limits for sauger spawning. 

April 1-15 —The period average of 59 
degrees F provides for sauger spawning and 
the maximum of 64 degrees F provides for 
sauger embryo survival. 

April 16-30— The period average of 64 
degrees F was chosen to provide optimum 
protection for crappie, smallmouth bass, and 
white bass, and white bass spawning. The 
maximum limit of 68 degrees F protects black 
crappie embryo survival. Although white 
crappie and smallmouth bass can tolerate a 
higher temperature, 68 degrees F may be the 
maximum temperature for white bass 
spawning and would provide protection for 
embryo survival for species with temperature 
tolerance limits similar to the white sucker. 

May 1-15— The period average of 70 
degrees F was chosen to provide optimum 
protection for carp, smallmouth buffalo, 
largemouth bass, and freshwater drum 
spawning. The maximum limit 73 degrees F 
provides for embryo survival of smallmouth 
bass and white crappie. 

May 15-31 —The period average of 77 
degrees F provide optimum protection for 
bluegill spawning. The maximum limit of 81 
degrees F provides for embryo survival of 
largemouth bass. These limits also provide 
for the protection of the growth of sauger 
larvae which have been reported in the Ohio 
River in May. 

June 1-15—' The period average of 81 
degrees F provides for optimum growth of 
black crappie and for channel catfish 
spawning. The maximum limit of 82 degrees F 
protects embryo survival of emerald shiner 
and smallmouth buffalo. The reported 
average and maximum temperatures for this 
period are very close. 

June 7S-30—The period average of 84 
degrees F based on the recommended 
average temperature for smallmouth bass 
growth. 

July 1-31 and August 1-31 —The average of 
84 degrees F for these periods based on the 
recommended average temperature for 
smallmouth bass growth. 

September 1-30— : The period average of 82 
degrees F is based on the recommended 
maximum average temperature for growth of 
white crappie and fish species with 
temperature for growth of white crappie and 
fish species with temperature tolerances 
similar to the white sucker. The monthly 
maximum of 84 degrees is based on the 
recommended maximum average temperature 
for growth of smallmouth bass. 
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Table 1 .—Temperature Criteria for Growth and 
Survrval of Short Exposures (24 hr) of Juvenile and 
Adult Fish Dunng the Summer C CC F)) 


Maximum Maximum 
weekly tempera- 
average hire for 
Speaes tempera- survival 

ture for of short 
growth" exposure* 



Atlantic salmon . 

20(68) 

23(73) 



27(81) 

32(90) 


Bk>eg»U '* . .... . 

35 (95) 

Brook trout. ,-,., 1T .,.,. r - r 

19(68) 

24 (75) 

Brown bullhead. , TT .. 

Brown trout.. 

17(83)" 

24(75) 

Carp . 

Channel cattish. 

32 (90) 
18 (64) 
30(86) 

35(95) 
24 (75) 

Coho salmon. 

Emerald shkw. 

Futhflwl minnow 


FrMhwalnr rirurn 

Lake hemng (cisco) . 

•17(63) 

25(77) 

1 nkn ttfhrtalish . 

1 nke trout. . .. . 

Largemouth bass . 

32 (90) 
28(82) 

34 (93) 
30(86) 


PumokinsAOd .... 

Rainbow smelt . ..._... 

Rainbow trout ... 

19(66) 

25(77) 

29(84) 

24(75) 

Sauger . 

SmaJImouth bass ...„. 


SmaHmouth buffalo .. 


Sockeye salmon —___....._ 

16(64) 

22(72) 

Strmed hass 

shad 

Walleye ....„ , - rr - 

25(77) 




Wtute crappte . 

28(82) 


White perch ... 


While sucker... . . 

‘28 (82) 
29(84) 


Yellow perch. . 





* Calculated according to equation: 

Maximum weekly average temperature for growth - optimum 
for growth 4* (W) (ufamato mcipwot lethal 
temperature = optimum tor growth). 

"Based on temperature (’ C). (log time (mm) a)/b- T C. 
acdimabon at the maximum weekly average temperature tor 
summer growth, ano data m Appendix B. 

f Based on data for larvae 
|KK Doc. .79-19410 Filed 6-20-79: 8 45 am) 

BILUNG COOE 6560-01-11 


FEDERAL COUNCIL ON THE AGING 

Special Aging Populations Committee; 
Meeting 

The Federal Council on the Aging was 
established by the 1973 amendments to 
the Older Americans Act of 1965 (Pub. L. 
92-29, 42 U.S.C. 3015) for the purpose of 
advising the President, the Secretary of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, the 
Commissioner of Aging, and the 
Congress, on matters relating to the 
special needs of older Americans. 

Notice is hereby given pursuant to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 

L 92-463, 5 U.S.C. app. 1, sec. 10,1976) 
that the Council’s Special Aging 
Populations Committee will hold a 
meeting on June 29-30 and July 1,1979 
from 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. at the Federal 


Building. 450 Golden Gate Avenue, 

Room 51022. San Francisco, California 
94102. 

The agenda will consist of a hearing 
during which representatives of 
Hispanic, Pacific American and 
American Asians and Indian elders will 
testify before the Committee members 
on the special needs of the above 
subgroups of the elderly population. 

The agenda will also encompass a 
revision of the interim report on “Policy 
Issues Concerning the Minority Elderly.” 

Further information on the meeting 
may be obtained from Mona Negm, 
Staff/Consultant to the Special Aging 
Populations Committee, 330 
Independence Avenue, SW, 

Washington, D.C. 20201, telephone (202) 
245-0441. FCA meetings are open for 
public observation. 

This notice is being published in less 
than the 15-day time frame because of 
the difficulty in obtaining the facilities 
for the hearing and the above dates 
were the only ones available. 

Dated: June 15.1979. 

Nelson H. Cruikshank, 

Chairman, Federal Council on the Aging. 

(FR Doc 79-19391 Filed 8-20-79; 645 tun) 

BILLING CODE 4110-92 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(FCC 79-3331 

Commission Releases 1977 Television 
Financial Data to the House 
Communications Subcommittee 

June 6.1979. 

In an exchange of correspondence 
released June 5. the Commission agreed 
to provide the House Subcommittee on 
Communications of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
information from the 1977 FCC Form 324 
of each commercial television licensee. 
This release follows a similar release of 
the 1977 television financial data to the 
Senate Communications Subcommittee 
on March 19,1979. The Commission 
advised the Subcommittee that the 324 
Forms contain commercially sensitive 
financial information and that individual 
broadcaster and individual station data 
are privileged and confidential and not 
routinely available to the public. The 
Commission requested that the 
Subcommittee treat the information 
accordingly. 


Action by the Commission June 4,1979. 
Commissioners Ferris (Chairman). Lee, 
Quello, Washburn, Fogarty. Brown and Jones. 
Federal Communications Commission. 
William J. Tricarioo, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 79-19388 Filed 8-20-79: 8:45 am| 

BILUNG COOE 6710-01-M 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

Security for the Protection of the 
Public, Indemnification of Passengers 
for Nonperformance of 
Transportation; Issuance of Certificate 
(Performance) 

Notice is hereby given that the 
following have been issued a Certificate 
of Financial Responsibility for 
Indemnification of Passengers for 
Nonperformance of Transportation . 
pursuant to the provisions of Section 3. 
Public Law 89-777 (80 Stat. 1357,1358) 
and Federal Maritime Commission 
General Order 20. as amended (46 CFR 
Part 540), which Certificate shall not be 
used, or referred to, in connection with 
the advertising, promotion or sale of 
memberships in the United States 
Cruising Society by United States 
Cruises, Inc. or any of its agents or other 
persons authorized to sell United States 
Cruising Society memberships. 

United States Cruises. Inc., Suite 1125, 2200 
Sixth Avenue. Seattle. Washington 98121. 
Dated: June 18,1979. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19393 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Health Resources Administration 

Health Systems Agency Application; 
Information 

Pursuant to section 1515 of the Public 
Health Service Act notice is hereby 
given that application materials are now 
available in DHEW Regional Office IX 
for entities interested in applying for 
designation as the health systems 
agency (HSA) for Nevada Health 
Service Area 2. This health systems 
agency will be responsible for health 
planning for the health service area and 
for the promotion of the development of 
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health services, manpower, and 
facilities which meet identified needs, 
reduce documented inefficiencies, and 
implement the health plans of the 

agency. 

The conditionally designated HSA 
which previously served the health 
service area was not performing its 
functions in a manner satisfactory to the 
Secretary. Consequently, the Secretary 
decided not to renew the agency's 
designation agreement. Therefore, we 
are seeking applications for a new 
agency. 

Entities interested in applying for 
designation must file a letter of intent to 
apply for such designation with DHEW 
Regional Office IX by July 23,1979, and 
an application by October 22.1979. 

Application materials and further 
information may be obtained from the 
Regional Health Administrator. DHEW 
Regional Office IX. 50 United Nations 
Plaza, San Francisco, California, 94102, 
(415) 556-8709. 

Once the health systems agency is 
designated it will be entitled to receive a 
planning grant under section 1516 of the 
Act. The amount of the planning grant 
will be determined in accordance with a 
formula set forth in the regulations 
governing this program (42 CFR Part 122, 
Subpart, C), and will be based, in part, 
upon a determination by the Secretary 
of the population of the health service 
area. Section 122.204 of the governing 
regulations provides that the Secretary 
will determine the populations of such 
areas based upon the latest available 
estimate from the Department of 
Commerce and will publish annually in 
the Federal Register a list of all health 
service areas and their populations. 

Dated; June 14,1979. 

Henry A. Foley. Ph.D. 

Administrator , Health Resources 
Administration. 

(FR Doc 7*-19294 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 an) 

BILLING COOE 4110-83-M 


Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Health 

National Toxicology Program Board of 
Scientific Counselors; Establishment 

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act of October 6,1972 
(Public Law 92-463, 86 Stat. 770-776), the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Health announces the establishment. 
June 4,1979, of the following committee 
by the Secretary, HEW. 

National Toxicology Program Board 
of Scientific Counselors. This Board 
shall advised the National Toxicology 
Program Executive Committee and the 


Program Director on matters of scientific 
program content and policy, both 
present and future, as they relate to the 
National Toxicology Program. This 
Program coordinates the scientific 
efforts of several Departmental agencies 
with interest in and responsibility for 
testing chemicals of public health 
concern: developing new or improved 
tests and test systems; validating 
existing test systems; and advising 
regulatory agencies regarding the health 
effects of chemicals used commercially 
or otherwise found in the environment. 

Authority for the National Toxicology 
Program Board of Scientific Counselors 
will expire on November 14,1980, unless 
the Secretary, HEW. formally 
determines that continuance is in th£ 
public interest. 

Dated: June 12,1979. 

David P. Rail, 

Director. National Toxicology Program. 

(FR Doc. 79-19295 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am) 

BILLING COOE 4110-06-M 


Public Health Service 

Health Maintenance Organizations 

AGENCY: Public Health Service, HEW. 

action: Notice, Continued Regulation of 
Health Maintenance Organizations: 
Revocation of Federal Qualification. 


summary: On May 21,1979, the Director 
of the Office of Health Maintenance 
Organizations revoked Federal 
qualification of Central Essex Health 
Plan, Inc. (CEHP). 280 Henry Street. 
Orange, New Jersey 07051. Accordingly, 
CEHP is no longer a qualified health 
maintenance organization (HMO). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Howard R. Veit. Director, Office of 
Health Maintenance Organizations, 

Park Building, 3rd Floor, 12420 Parklawn 
Drive, Rockville, Maryland 20857, 301/ 
443-4106. - 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 

March 9,1979. pursuant to Section 
1312(b)(1) of the Public Health Service 
Act (42 U.S.C. 300e-l 1(b)(1)) (the Act), 
the Secretary notified CEHP, at that time 
a federally qualified HMO, that it was 
not in compliance with the assurance it 
had given to the Secretary under section 
1310(d)(1) of the Act that it would have 
a fiscally sound operation, as required 
by section 1301(c)(1) of the Act. The 
notice directed CEHP to initiate 
corrective action to bring it into 
compliance with this assurance. The 
basis for the revocation of Federal 
qualification for purposes of section 
1310 of the Act is that CEHP failed to 


carry out the corrective action required 
by the Secretary. 

The effect of the revocation is as 
follows: (1) CEHP may not seek 
inclusion in employees' health benefit 
plans under section 1310 of the Act; (2) 
with respect to employers including 
CEHP in the health benefits plan offered 
their employees, CEHP is not a qualified 
HMO for purposes of section 1310 of the 
Act; and (3) CEHP is not a qualified 
HMO for purposes of the financial 
assistance programs under 42 CFR Part 
110, Subparts C. D. and E. The inclusion 
of CEHP in an employee's health 
benefits plan will be disregarded for 
purposes of determining whether, and to 
what extent, the employer is subject to 
section 1310 of the Act, and will not 
constitute compliance with the 
requirements of that section. 

Section 1312(b)(1) of the Act requires 
that each determination concerning 
revocation of Federal qualification of an 
HMO be published in the Federal 
Register. 

Dated: June 12,1979. 

Howard R. Veit, 

Director. Office of Health Maintenance 
Organizations. 

(FR Doc. 79-19297 Filed tt-20-79; MS am| 

BILUNG COOE 4110-85-M 


Health Maintenance Organizations 
agency: Public Health Service, HEW. 
action: Notice. Continued Regulation of 
Health Maintenance Organizations: 
Determination of Noncompliance: 
Revocation of Federal Qualification. 

summary: On August 11.1978. the 
Assistant Secretary for Health 
determined that Health Alliance of 
Northern California, Inc. (HANC), 
subsequently doing business as 
Community Care, 340 Dardanelli Lane. 
Suite 26A, Los Gatos, California 95030, a 
federally qualified health maintenance 
organization (HMO). was not in 
compliance with the assurance it had 
provided to the Secretary that it would 
maintain a fiscally sound operation. On 
May 31,1979. the Director of the Office 
of Health Maintenance Organizations 
revoked Federal qualification of HANC. 
Accordingly, HANC is no longer a 
qualified HMO. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Howard R. Veit, Director, Office of 
Health Maintenance Organizations, 

Park Building, 3rd Floor. 12420 Parklawn 
Drive. Rockville. Maryland 20857, 301/ 
443-4106. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
Section 1312(b)(1) of the Public Health 
Service Act (42 U.S.C. 300e-l 1(b)(1)) (the 
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Act), if the Secretary makes a 
determination under section 1312(a) that 
a qualified HMO which provided 
assurances to the Secretary under 
section 1310(d)(1) is not organized or 
operated in the manner prescribed by 
section 1301(c), then he shall (1) notify 
the HMO in writing of the 
determination, and (2) direct the HMO 
to initiate such action as may be 
necessary to bring it into compliance 
with the assurances. The Secretary’s 
notice of August 11,1978, gave HANC 
the opportunity to initiate corrective 
action to bring it into compliance with 
the assurance that it would have a 
fiscally sound operation, as required by 
section 1301(c)(1) of the Act. The basis 
for the revocation of Federal 
qualification for purposes of section 
1310 of the Act is that HANC failed to 
carry out the corrective action required 
by the Secretary. 

The effect of the revocation is as 
follows: (1) HANC may not seek 
inclusion in employees’ health benefit 
plans under section 1310 of the Act; (2) 
with respect to employers including 
HANC in the health benefits plan 
offered their employees, HANC is not a 
qualified HMO for purposes of section 
1310 of the Act; and (3) HANC is not a 
qualified HMO for purposes of the 
financial assistance programs under 42 
CFR Part 110, Subparts C, D, and E. The 
inclusion of HANC in an employees’ 
health benefits plan will be disregarded 
for purposes of determining whether, 
and to what extent, the employer is 
subject to section 1310 of the Act, and 
will not constitute compliance with the 
requirements of that section. HANC is in 
receivership pursuant to California State* 
law, and is no longer a provider of 
health care services. 

Section 1312(b)(1) of the Act requires 
that a notice of the determination of 
noncompliance and of the revocation of 
Federal qualification of an HMO be 
published in the Federal Register. 

Dated: June 12. 1979. 

Howard R. Veit. 

Director Office of Health Maintenance 
Organizations. 

|FR Doc 79-19298 Filed 6-20-79; *45 atn| 

BILLING COOE 4110-85-41 


Research, Investigation, and Testing 
Functions; Food and Drugs 
Administration; Delegation of 
Authority 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to the authority delegated on May 19, 
1979 by the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare to the Assistant 


Secretary for Health (44 FR 31321), the 
Assistant Secretary for Health delegated 
onV ne 7 * * 979 1° the Commissioner of 
Food and Drugs, with authority to 
redelegate, all of the authorities vested 
in the Secretary of Health, Education, 
and Welfare under Section 301 of the 
Public Health Service Act (42 USC 241), 
as amended by Public Law 95-622, 
insofar as they pertain to the functions 
assigned to the Food and Drug 
Administration. Included in this 
delegation is the authority to promulgate 
regulations pertaining to the functions 
assigned to the Food and Drug 
Administration. 

Provision was made for the 
supersession of any previous delegation 
to the Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
of authority under Section 301 of the 
Public Health Service Act and for 
previous redelegations of such authority 
to officials in the Food and Drug 
Administration to continue in effect, 
pending further redelegation. 

Dated: June 7,1979. 

Julius B. Richmond, 

Assistant Secretary for Health. 

|FR Doc. 79-10296 Filed 6-20-79 &AS am) 

BILLING COOE 4110-13-M 


Collection of Information and Data 
Acquisition Activity; Opportunity for 
Comments 

As required by Section 400A(b)(A), 
General Education Provisions Act, as 
amended, a list of HEW’ duta acquisition 
activities for School Year 1979-1980 was 
published in the Federal Register on 
February 15, 1979, 44 FR 9872. At that 
time, the National Institute of Education 
included the activity described below on 
its listof proposed data acquisition 
activities that would request information 
from educational agencies or 
institutions. 

The purpose of publishing this notice 
in the Federal Register is to comply with 
paragraph 400A(b)(3) of the "Control of 
Paperwork” amendment which provides 
that each educational agency or 
institution subject to a request under the 
collection of information and data 
acquisition activity and their 
representative organizations shall have 
an opportunity, during a 30-day period 
to comment !o the Secretary on the 
collection of information and data 
acquisition activity. 

This data acquisition activity as 
described below is subject to review by 
the staff of the Federal Education Data 
Acquisition Council. 


Written comments on the proposed 
activity are invited. Comments should 
refer to the form number and must be 
received on or before July 23,1979, and 
should be addressed to the 
Administrator, National Center for 
Education Statistics ATTN: Manager. 
Information Acquisition, Planning, and 
Utilization, Room 3001. 400 Maryland 
Avenue, SW„ Washington. D.C. 20202. 

Further information may be obtained 
from Robert Pruitt, Project Officer or 
Nancy Borkow, Project Monitor, 
Teaching & Learning Program. Home, 
Community and Work, National 
Institute of Education, 202-254-5706. 

Dated: June 6,1979. 

Richard Werksman, 

Forms Clearance Officer. National Institute of 
Education. 

Description of Proposed Collection of 
Information and Data Acquisition 
Activity 

1. Title of Proposed Activity. Survey 
of Career Information Systems in 
Secondary Schools and Comparative 
Assessment of Alternative Types. 

2. Agency/Bureau/Office. National 
Institute of Education. 

3. Agency Form Number. NIE 200. 

4. Legislative Authority For This 
Activity. "The Institute (National 
Institute of Education) shall, in 
accordance with the provisions of this 
section, seek to improve education in 
the United States through 
concentrationg the resources of the 
Institute on the following priority 
research and development needs * * * 

"(d) preparation of youths and adults for 
entering and progressing careers: * * * 

"In order to carry out the objectives of 
the Institute, the Director authorized, 
through the Institute, to conduct 
educational reseach: collect and 
disseminate the findings of educational 
research; * * * assist and foster such 
research collection, dissemination, or 
training through grants, or technical 
assistance to, or jointly finance 
cooperative arrangements with, public 
or private organizations, institutions, 
agencies, individuals; * * * "(Section 
405 of the General Education Provisions 
Act. as amended. 20 U.S.C. 1221e.) 

"There is hereby established a 
National Occupational Information 
Coordinating Committee 
which * * shall develop and 
implement * * * an occupational 
information system to meet the common 
occupational information needs of 
vocational education programs and 
employment and training programs at 
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the national. State, and local levels, 
which system shall include data on 
occupational demand and supply based 
on uniform definitions, standardized 
estimating procedures, and standardized 
occuationa! classification; * # * " 
(Section 161(b)(1) of the Vocational 
Education act of 1963, as amended, 20 
U.S.C. 2391.) 

Highlights from the Youth 
Employment and Demonstration 
Projects Act of 1977, relating to the 
National Occupational Information 
Coordinating Committee are 
summarized below; included are 
examples of occupational information 
system related activities that the 
Committee should be conducting in the 
spirit of this legisation: 

(1) “In carrying out its responsibilities 
under this subsection [section 346(c)(1)) 
and under section 161 of the Vocational 
Education Act, the National 
Occupational Information Coordinating 
Committee shall give special attention to 

the problems of unemployed youths 
* * *•« 

(2) “assisting and encouraging the 
development of state ocucpational 
information systems, to be used in the 
maintenance of local job banks and job 
vacancy reports, accessible to local 
schools and including pilot programs in 
the use of computers to facilitate such 
access. 

(3) “providing technical assistance for 
programs of computer online terminals 
and other facilities to utilize and 
implement occupational and career 
outlook information and projections 
supplied by State employment services 
offices and to improve the match of 
youth career desires with available and 
anticipated labor demand.” 

5. Voluntary/Obligatory Nature or 
Response. Voluntary. 

6. How Information Collected Will be 
Used. Background.: The NOICC Steering 
Committee agreed in a memorandum 
dated December 9,1977, to fund a 
number of research activities proposd 
by the Office of Youth Programs of the 
U.S. Department of Labor's Employment 
and Training Administration. Two of the 
efforts proposed by the Office of Youth 
Programs included (1) a national survey 
of how career information is being 
provided at the secondary school level 
so as to determine the quality of this 
information and its value to youth, and 
(2) to conduct a well-structured 
comparative test of the effectiveness of 
different information delivery systems 
on the career awareness of youth. The 
purpose of these research activities is to 
promote the fulfillment of the needs for 
knowledge development of the Office of 
Youth Programs, as well as to provide 


an information base for NOICC's own 
initiatives in this area of inquiry. NIE’s 
mission statement clearly compliments 
both NOICC and DOL’s concerns. One 
of NIE primary focuses is the 
relationship between school and work 
and how schools can prepare students 
for successful career development, 
including the development of career 
awareness and decision-making skills. 

At the request of NOICC, and 
realizing that a unique opportunity 
existed for NIE to augment its current 
program of research in this area, NIE 
submitted a research prospectus to 
NOICC's Technical Advisory Board on 
April 28,1977, which outlined a program 
of research specifically directly at 
conducting studies of career information 
sources and systems for secondary 
schools. The propectus was received 
and approved by the NOICC Technical 
Advisory Board on May 4,1977 and with 
an agreement of a transfer of funds from 
NOICC to NIE, NIE has agreed to under¬ 
take this research endeavor. 

Two Studies. The studies aim to 
identify the major types of career 
information systems being used by 
secondary school students (Study 1) and 
to compare a number of such systems to 
determine their quality and 
effectiveness (Study 2). The first study 
addresses four main issues: 

(1) What types and quality of career 
information resources are available in 
public high schools? What types of 
schools have what types and quality of 
career information resources? 

(2) How are the career information 
resources managed and made accessible 
to the students? What school staff has 
responsibility for the resources and 
what are the qualifications and training? 
Where are the career information 
materials physically located, and what 
arrangements have been made for 
access to them by the students? What 
types of schools have what types of 
management procedures? 

(3) How often and by whom are the 
career information resources used? Are 
some used more frequently than others? 
Does frequency of usage vary by 
category of student? What motivates 
students to use the systems? What 
specific kinds of information do students 
seek? 

(4) What additional sources of career 
information do students use? How 
frequently do students use these 
additional resources as compared with 
the resources at the schools? What is the 
quality of information in these 
additional resources? 

The second study which follows the 
first and, to some extent, builds upon it, 
assesses the various types of career 


information systems to determine the 
effectiveness of different methods of 
storing, retrieving, organizing, managing 
and presenting career information, and 
different methods of helping students 
use it. 

In addressing these questions, the 
studies will employ three data collection 
strategies: (1) a questionnaire, to be 
pretested first and then to be completed 
by a school official designated by the 
principal as most knowledgeable about 
the school's career information system 
and practices; (2) a questionnaire also to 
be pretested first, for 10th. 11th, and 12th 
grade students in a subset of these 
schools; and (3) for the comparative 
assessment of the second study, a 
special questionnaire administered to 
students in 12 schools selected as 
exemplifying different types of career 
information systems with follow up 
interviews of 10 percent of these 
students. The forms that will be required 
are (a) the school questionnaire, (b) the 
student questionnaire (both Form a and 
Form b for use in study 1). and (c) the 
special questionnaire (for Study 2). 

Use. The motivating assumption for 
these studies is that youth need better 
information about potential occupations 
and work opportunities. However, the 
kind and quality of career information 
presently available to youth has not 
been well documented, and the 
comparative effectiveness of different 
ways of providing career information 
has been minimally studied. The 
findings of these studies should 
contribute to a better understanding of 
the career information needs of youth 
and means to meet the needs. 

In addition, the studies will assist 
NOICC in meeting its legislative 
mandate to improve coordination 
between and communication among 
educators and those who plan training 
and research and information systems, 
to develop and implement an 
occupational information system, to 
assist in the planning and 
implementation of each State 
Occupational Information Coordinating 
Committee and to give special attention 
to the problems of unemployed youths. 
The results of the studies will also assist 
NIE in fulfilling its legislative mandate. 
The specific findings will help explain 
how high school students make decision 
about careers what kind of information 
is available to them, and ways to 
improve the delivery of career 
information to improve student career 
decisions. Finally, the studies address 
the knowledge development needs of 
the U.S. Department of Labor’s Youth 
Program. 
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The results of the study will have 
national impact, reaching a broad 
spectrum of individuals involved in the 
delivery of career information to high 
school students. Six national 
conferences are planned each of which 
will be targeted at specific groups such 
as guidance counselors and teachers, 
state and local school administrators 
and Federal. State & local policymakers. 
These conferences will serve as vehicle 
for both dissemination and information. 
Progress reports and information sharing 
workshops will insure that practitioners 
and policymakers will be kept up to date 
as the project progresses. These 
sessions are planned with the intent that 
the interchange of information between 
the researcher and those in the field will 
have great practical implications for the 
delivery of career information to high 
school students. 

7. Data Acquisition Plan . a. Method of 
Collection: Study 1, School 
questionnaire: Mail. Study 1, Student 
questionnaire: Other (group 
administration in the classroom). Study 
2. Special student questionnaire: (Croup 
administration followed by personal 
interview with 10 percent of 
respondents). 

b. Time of collection . Study 1, School 
questionnaire: Winter, 1979, Study 1. 
Student questionnaire: Winter, 1979, 
Study 2, Special student questionnaire: 
Fall, 1980. 

c. Frequency, Single time in all cases. 

8. Respondents, a. Type: Secondary 
school administrator responsible for 
career guidance. 

b. Number: Sample (10 percent of U.S. 
public secondary schools—about 1,750 
schools). 

c. Estimated Average Person-Hours 
Per Respondent: 1.0. 

a. Type: Students, 10th, 11th, 12th 
grades. 

b. Number: Sample (3,504—24 from 
each of 146 schools). 

c. Estimated person-hours per 
respondent: .83. 

a. Type: Students. 10th, 11th, 12th 
grades. 

b. Number: Sample (1.200—100 from 
each of 12 schools, with follow-up 
interviews of 120 students). 

c. Estimated A verage Person-Hours 
Per Respondent: 1.0. 

9. Information to be Collected. School 
directors of career guidance: The school 
questionnaire is designed to collect 
information about characteristics, 
sources of career information available 
to students in the school, and school 
practices with respect to career 
guidance. The first category includes 
answers to questions about enrollment 
by grades: distribution of students by 


curriculum; participation in various 
Federal programs; number of teachers, 
librarians, guidance counselors, and 
administrative personnel; number of 
handicapped students; number of 
dropouts; availability of work-study 
programs; and population of the 
community. The second category 
includes questions about the types of 
career information resources available 
to students, how they are used, the 
purposes for which they are used, 
frequency for use, satisfactoriness of the 
resource, appropriateness for persons 
with various kinds of handicaps, and 
general quality of the resources. The 
third category includes questions about 
the number of school staff that assist 
students in school guidance; the 
professional qualifications of the staff; 
the amount of time devoted to career 
guidance; the role of counselors; the 
location, accessibility, storage, 
availability, recency of occupational 
information; the availibility of 
information about local job 
opportunities, salary levels, and 
projections; frequencies of elimination 
of outdated information; budget of 
career information; and philosophical 
approach to career guidance. 

Students in Study 1. The student 
questionnaire in general parallels the 
school questionnaire so that information 
from students can be compared with 
that from the school officials about the 
same subject areas. In order to reduce 
the effect of low reading ability, a 
teacher will read the question aloud and 
answer inquires as the students respond 
to the questions. Content will include 
questions about the student’s 
background; definiteness of career 
plans; academic status, knowledge of 
what resources are available; resources 
that the student has actually used; 
frequency of use; the suitability of 
various resources for various purposes; 
rating of resources on the quality and 
usefulness of their information; the 
number of occupations that the student 
has considered as possible career 
choices; the major sources of 
information about those occupations: 
ease or difficulty of accessing 
occupational information; access to 
counselors or teachers for career 
guidance and information: and other 
activities of the school that provide 
career information. 

Student questionnaires and 
interviews in Study 2. The 
questionnaires and follow-up interviews 
for Study 2 in the second year of the 
project are designed to collect 
information that will reveal the 
effectiveness of different types of career 
information systems. The questionnaire 


contain items that ask the students the 
extent to which they have a grasp of a 
rational process for career decision¬ 
making. Students are asked about their 
career goals, their knowledge of the 
types of information that are relevant to 
those goals, their ability to get the 
information and interpret it, the 
availability of the information in the 
school career information system, ease 
of access, the effect of different storage 
and management systems, the 
availability of help from counselors, 
teachers, and the students’ perception of 
the quality (including currency) of the 
information they can get. The follow-up 
interviews of a 10 percent sample of 
students who responded to the 
questionnaire seek the same 
information; the one-to-one interview 
situation enlarges the scope of the 
questionnaire by allowing probes and 
follow-up questions. 

fFR Doc 79-19351 Fd*d 6-20-79: 8.45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4110-39-M 


Office of Human Development 
Services 

{Announcement No. 13608-795) 

Child Welfare Research and 
Demonstration Grants Program; 
Announcement of Grant Funds 

agency: Office of Human Development 
Services, DHEW. 

subject: Announcement of Availability 
of Grant Funds for Child Welfare 
Research Grants Program. 

summary: The Children’s Bureau, 
Administration for Children. Youth and 
Families, announces the availability of 
Fiscal Year 1979 funds for five special 
research grants under the Child Welfare 
Research and Demonstration Program, 
as authorized by Section 426 of the 
Social Security Act, as amended. 
dates: Applications must be received 
by August 15,1979. 

Scope of This Program Announcement 

This announcement is in support of a 
special program effort related to the 
improvement of the child welfare 
service delivery system, through further 
development of detailed system design 
research with respect to validation of 
personnel requirements and workloads. 
Additional studies focus on developing 
outcome measures related to systems 
performance as well as client impact. 
Further analysis of National Survey data 
is also proposed through small grants. 
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Competition for grant awards in other 
ACYF special emphasis areas will be 
announced separately in the Federal 
Register. 

Program Purpose 

The overall purpose of the Child 
Welfare Research and Demonstration 
Grants Program related directly to this 
announcement is to provide grants to 
public or other nonprofit institutions of 
higher learning, and to public or other 
nonprofit agencies and organizations 
engaged in research including state 
public agencies, for special research or 
demonstration projects in the field of 
child welfare which are of regional or 
national significance and for special 
projects which demonstrate new 
methods or facilities which show 
promise of substantially contributing to 
the advancement of child welfare. 

Program Goals and Objectives 

The goal of this grants program is to 
support research based upon a 
continuum of care framework to 
enhance our knowledge of social 
services to children and their families 
and to develop new knowledge about 
intake procedures and diagnostic 
assessment in placement decisions 
conducted by public social service 
agencies assisting children and their 
families which will effectively prevent 
unnecessary or inappropriate placement 
of children in foster care and will 
facilitate supportive case service 
planning. A separate grant(s) will be 
awarded for each of the following five 
objectives: 

There Will Be a Separate Competition 
for Each Objective. 

• Objective One 

Develop a criterion for decision¬ 
making process for intake which could 
be used by most public social service 
agencies performing child welfare 
services. 

(1) Develop diagnostic criteria for 
whether or not removal is required; 

(2) Develop a taxonomy for problems 
of social functioning of children and 
their families; 

(3) Develop decision trees related to 
placement based upon differential 
diagnosis: 

(4) Develop uniform diagnostic 
process and plan development for 
provision of services in the child’s own 
home; 

(5) Develop a detailed system design 
for the diagnostic and service plan 
development component for local 
agency administration; 


(6) Identify the skills and training 
requirements for staff directly involved 
in diagnostic decisions. 

This objective assumes that valid and 
reliable placement decisions are 
achievable and feasible with the current 
state of knowledge and practice 
wisdom, and that the classification and 
analysis of social functioning problems 
is needed to enhance practitioners’ 
understanding. 

• Objective Two 

Develop the components of a research 
design (a) to examine child welfare 
manpower issues: specifically, the 
research needed to examine how the 
different professional education of 
workers in child welfare agencies may 
relate to their effectiveness, measured 
by client outcomes and use of time; and 
(b) to examine workload issues. 

(1) Formulate a conceptual framework 
leading to specific research objectives 
related to the complex issue of the 
differential use of personnel and 
workload assignments as a function of 
pre-service training and education. 

(2) Develop alternative research 
designs, comparing personnel with 
varying education and experience and/ 
or like duties. 

(3) Identify potential problems and 
formulate feasible solutions. 

(4) Determine from a variety of 
agencies the feasibility of actually 
executing the study with special 
emphasis on those parts of the design 
with little prior research. 

• Objective Three 

Specific analysis of selected data 
generated by the National Study of 
Social Services to Children and Their 
Families, published by the Children’s 
Bureau in 1978. 

(1) Study and analysis of such 
particular data as that concerning 
presenting problems of children and 
their families and services requested 
and received, different modes of service 
delivery; and relationship between 
workers’ education and experience and 
placement decisions made, etc. 

(2) Develop scholarly reports on 
subject matter studies to spread 
knowledge of child welfare services and 
to serve as the basis for policy decisions 
at Federal and state levels. 

• Objective Four 

Examine the status of declassification 
trends in child welfare/social service 
personnel employment in public 
agencies and develop knowledge about 
state merit system classification 
validation techniques. 


(1) Study of current state policy and 
regulations governing professional 
education and experience qualifications 
and accreditation (classification) 
required for state civil service 
employment in public social service 
agencies. 

(2) Study of declassification trends 
and their causes. 

(3) Evaluation of public and 
professional opinion on the issue of 
declassification. 

(4) Recommendations for 
classification validation techniques and 
processes based on task-related 
knowledge requirements. 

• Objective Five 

Identify or develop outcome measures 
of child welfare systems performance 
and client impact. 

(1) Select key aspects of systems 
performance and develop criteria to 
assess improvement. 

(2) Select key aspects of client change 
and develop criteria to measure them. 

(3) Identify existing measures or 
develop new measures of the criteria 
related to systems performance and 
client impact. 

(4) Prepare a Handbook of Social 
Service Outcome Measures. 

Eligible Applicants 

Applicant eligibility for Objectives I, 

II. Ill and V noted above are limited to 
public or other nonprofit institutions of 
higher learning; and to public and other 
nonprofit organizations and agencies 
engaged in research, including state 
public agencies. A consortium of eligible 
agencies is an acceptable applicant for 
Objectives One, Two and Five. 

Applicant eligibility for Objective IV 
to develop knowledge about state merit- 
system classification validation 
techniques is limited to national, 
nonprofit organizations engaged in the 
issues of improving the development 
and utilization of social service 
personnel. 

Available Funds 

Of the total Child Welfare Research 
and Demonstration grant appropriation 
of $15,700,000 in Fiscal Year 1979, the 
Program Development and Innovation 
Division of the Children’s Bureau 
expects to award about $500,000 for the 
five program efforts as follows: 

Objective I: Develop a structured 
Decision-Making Processes for Intake , 
Including A Taxonomic Classification 
System for Problems of Social 
Functioning —One grant will be 
supported for this project for a period of 
three years, with an average annual 
funding of approximately $250,000. 
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Objective II: Develop Alternative Pre - 
Service Training and Workload 
Research Designs —One grant will be 
supported for this project for a six 
month period, with funding at 
approximately $60,000. 

Objective Ill: Analysis of Selected 
Child Welfare Problem Areas and 
Issues Using Data From National Study 
of Social Services to Children and Their 
Families —From five to ten grants for 
this project will be supported for a 
period of 12 months at an average 
funding of $10,000 per grant. 

Objective IV: State-Merit System 
Classification Techniques —It is 
expected that one grant for state-merit 
system classification validation 
techniques will be supported for a one- 
year period at $50,000. 

Objective V: Identify or Develop 
Outcome Measures of Child Welfare 
Systems Performance and Client 
Impact —One grant for this project will 
be supported for a period of three years 
at an approximate funding level of 
$100,000 for the first year and $150,000 
for each of the succeeding two years. 

Grant Share of Research Project 

Grantees must share in the cost of the 
research grants only. It is generally 
expected that the grantees will provide 
at least five percent of total project 
costs, except in the case of the small 
grants, where the share is expected to 
be much greater. Grantee contributions 
must be project related and may be in 
cash or in kind and allowable under the 
Department’s regulation under Subpart 
G and Q in 45 CFR Part 74 (43 FR 34076. 
August 2.1978). 

The Application Process 

• A vailability of Application Forms 

In order to be considered for a grant 
under the Child Welfare Research and 
Demonstration Grants Program, an 
application must be submitted on forms 
supplied and in the manner prescribed 
by the Administration for Children. 
Youth and Families. Application kits 
which contain the prescribed 
application forms and information for 
the applicant may be obtained from: 

Children’s Bureau. Administration for 

Children. Youth and Families. Program 

Development and Innovation Division. P.O. 

Box 1182. Washington. D.C. 20013. 

Attention: 13608-795, Telephone: (202) 755- 

7447; 755-7816. 

• Application Submission 

The prescribed application forms must 
be executed by an individual authorized 
to act for the applicant agency and to 
assume the obligation imposed by the 


terms and conditions of the grant award. 
One signed original and two copies of 
the grant application, including all 
attachments, are required. Five 
additional copies are requested to 
expedite the review process. The 
original and the additional copies may 
be mailed or hand-delivered to: 

Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, Office of Human Development 
Services, Hubert H. Humphrey Building. 
Grants Management Branch, Room 341-F. 
200 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington. D.C. 20201. (Attention: 13608- 
795). 

Hand-delivered applications are 
accepted during normal working hours 
of 9 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. (EDT). Monday 
through Friday. 

• A-95 Notification Process 

This grant program is exempt from the 
requirements of A-95 Notification 
Process. 

• Application Consideration 

The Commissioner for Children. Youth 
and Families determines the final action 
to be taken with respect to each grant 
application. Applications which do not 
conform to this announcement, or are 
not complete, or do not meet the 
deadline will not be accepted for 
consideration and will be returned to 
the applicant without review. 

Otherwise, all applications will be 
considered for funding. All accepted 
grant applications will be subjected to a 
competitive review and evaluation by 
persons independent of the program 
office who are experts in the area of 
child welfare research and services to 
children and their families, psychology, 
and in other professional fields directly 
related to this effort, such as taxonomy 
and classification systems and 
personnel development and utilization. 
The results of the competitive review 
supplement and assist the 
Commissioner’s consideration of the 
competing applications. The 
Commissioner also takes into account 
the comments of the HEW Regional 
Offices and the headquarters program 
office. Comments on the applications 
may also be requested from appropriate 
specialists and consultants both within 
and outside the government. 

After the Commissioner has decided 
either to disapprove or not to fund a 
competing grant application, the 
unsuccessful applicant will be notified 
by letter of that decision. The letter will 
include an explanation of the reasons 
for disapproval or nonfunding or will 
indicate that an explanation may be 
obtained upon request. The 
Commissioner for Children, Youth and 


Families makes grant awards consistent 
with the purposes of the legislation and 
program announcements within the 
limits of federal funds available for the 
purpose of supporting research and 
demonstration projects. The official 
grant award document is the Notice of 
Grant Awarded (NGA). The NGA sets 
forth in writing to the grantee the 
amount of funds awarded, the purpose 
of the grant, the terms and conditions of 
the grant award, the effective date of the 
award, the budget period for which 
support is given, and the total grantee 
participation. The initial award also 
specifies the total project period for 
which support is contemplated, although 
support beyond the first year is 
dependent upon the grantee’s 
satisfactory progress and the 
availability of funds. 

Criteria for Review and Evaluation of 
Applications 

Objective One: Develop Criteria for 
Decisionmaking Processes for Intake 

All competing grant applications will 
be reviewed and evaluated against the 
following criteria: 

• The conceptual framework and 
project objectives are capable of 
achieving the specific grant program 
objectives as defined in this 
announcement and in the Program 
Guidance contained in the Application 
Kit. 

• Project personnel are well qualified 
with respect to education and 
experience to carry out assigned 
responsibilities; and there is an 
identified Project Director who has 
made a commitment to provide at least 
50% of his or her time to this project. In 
addition, there should be a full-time staff 
person assigned administrative 
responsibility and a plan for 
participation of specialists in fields 
other than child welfare, including a 
strategy to obtain the maximum 
involvement among professionals in 
developing taxonomic analysis and 
classification. 

a. Resumes for each staff member or 
consultant proposed. 

b. Written job description for each 
salaried staff member. 

• Written statements from 
participating agencies, institutions and 
consultants shall be included in the 
proposal tvhich attest to their agreement 
and availability. 

• The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results, with 
documentation of costs presented in a 
detailed budget for each phase of the 
effort. 
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Weights assigned to each of these 
criteria are included in the Program 
Guidance which is part of the 
Application Kit. 

Objective Two: Develop Alternate 
Workload Research Design 

Competing grant applications will be 
reviewed and evaluated against the 
following criteria: 

• The conceptual framework and 
project design are capable of achieving 
the specific grant program objectives. 

• Project personnel are well qualified 
with respect to education and 
experience to carry out assigned 
responsibilities and there is an 
identified project director who has made 
a commitment to provide at least 50% of 
his or her time to this project. 

• Participating agencies, institutions 
and consultants shall have presented 
written statements which attest to their 
agreement and availability. 

• The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results, with 
documentation of costs presented in a 
detailed budget for each phase of the 
effort. 

Weights assigned to each of these 
criteria are included in the Program 
Guidance which is part of the 
Application Kit. 

Objective Three: Analysis of Selected 
Child Welfare Problem Areas and 
Issues Using Data from National Study 
on Social Services to Children and 
Their Families 

All competing grant applications will 
be reviewed and evaluated against the 
following criteria: 

• Clarity of conceptual framework 
and project objectives which are 
capable of achieving the specific grant 
program objectives defined in this 
Program Guidance. 

• The identified project director is 
well qualified with respect to education 
and experience to carry out the analysis 
and report writing called for under this 
grant program. A doctoral candidate 
who has completed all requisite course 
work may act as project director. 

• Assurance is provided that the 
study will be completed within 12 
months after the grant award. No 
application will be accepted without this 
assurance. 

• The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results. 

Weights assigned to each of these 
criteria are included in the Program 
Guidance which is part of the 
Application Kit available to eligible 
applicants upon request. 


Objective Four: Knowledge About the 
Status of Declassification in Social 
Work Practice, and in Classification 
Validation Techniques for State-Merit 
Systems 

All competing grant applications will 
be reviewed and evaluated against the 
following criteria: 

• The conceptual framework and 
project objectives are capable of 
achieving the specific grant program 
objectives as defined in this 
announcement and in the Program 
Guidance contained in the Application 
Kit. 

• Project personnel are well qualified 
with respect to education and 
experience to carry out assigned 
responsibilities; and there is an 
identified Project Director who has 
made a commitment to provide at least 
50% of his or her time to this project. 

• The applicant has the requisite 
experience, knowledge and resources. 

• Written statements from 
participating agencies, institutions and 
consultants shall be included in the 
proposal which attest to their agreement 
and availability. 

• The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results. 

Weights assigned to each of these 
criteria are included in the Program 
Guidance which is part of the 
Application Kit. 

Objective Five: Development of 
Outcome Measures for Child Welfare 
Services 

All competing grant applications will 
be reviewed and evaluated against the 
following criteria: 

• The conceptual framework and 
project design are capable of achieving 
the specific grant program objectives as 
defined in this program guidance. 

• Project personnel are qualified with 
respect to education and experience to 
carry out assigned responsibilities, and 
there is an identified Project Director 
who has made a commitment to provide 
at least 50% of his or her time to this 
project The grantee organization has the 
experience, knowledge, resources and 
standing to accomplish the project 
objectives. 

• Written statements from 
participating agencies, institutions and 
consultants are included which attest to 
their agreement and availability. 

• The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable considering 
the anticipated results. 


Closing Date for Receipt of Application 

The closing date for receipt of 
applications under this program 
announcement is August 15,1979. An 
application will be considered to have 
arrived by this closing date if: 

1. The application was sent by 
registered mail by not later than August 
15.1979 as evidenced by the U.S. Postal 
Service postmark; or 

2. The application is hand delivered 
and received by the Office of Human 
Development Services receiving office 
on or before August 15,1979. Normal 
working hours are 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 
(EDT), Monday through Friday. 
Applications received after this deadline 
will not be considered and will be 
returned to the applicant. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number: 13608—Child Welfare 
Research and Demonstration Grants 
Program) 

Dated: June 13.1979. 

]ohn Busa, 

Acting Commissioner for Children, Youth and 
Families. 

Approved: June 15.1979. 

Arabella Martinez, 

Assistant Secretary for Human Development 
Services. 

(FR Doc. 79-19392 Filed 6-20-79: 6:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 4110-92-44 


Social Security Administration— 
Advisory Council on Social Security 
Public Meetings; Correction 

agency: Advisory Council on Social 
Security, HEW. 

ACTION: The notice of the July 6 and 7, 
1979, Social Security Advisory Council 
meetings (See FR Doc. 79-17614 
appearing on page 32744 of the June 7, 
1979, Federal Register) is being 
corrected by this document. The time 
that the scheduled meetings will begin is 
changedfrom 9:00 a.m. to 8:00 a.m. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Mr. Lawrence H. Thompson, Executive 
Director, Advisory Council on Social 
Security, P.O. Box 17054, Baltimore, 
Maryland 21235. Telephone inquires 
should be directed to Mr. Edward F. 
Moore, (301) 597-1712. (Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance Program 
Numbers 13.800-13.807 Social Security 
Program.) 

Dated: June 14.1979. 

Lawrence H. Thompson, 

Executive Director, Advisory Council on 
Social Security. 

(FR Doc. 79-19467 Filed 8-20-79: 6:45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 4110-07-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 

Assistant Secretary for Fair Housing 
and Equal Opportunity 
[ Docket No. D-79-317) 

Delegation of Authority 
summary: The designation of Acting 
Assistant Secretary for Equal 
Opportunity published at 40 FR 20124 
(May 8,1975) is obsolete, and is being 
revoked. 

REVOCATION OF AUTHORITY: The 

authority of Thomas O. Jenkins to serve 
as Acting Assistant Secretary for Equal 
Opportunity (now Fair Housing and 
Equal Opportunity) during a vacancy in 
that position is hereby revoked. 


supersedure: This revocation 
supersedes the designation published at 
40 FR 20124 {May 8,1975). 

EFFECTIVE date: This revocation shall 
be effective June 4,1979. 

Patricia Roberts Harris, 

Secretary, Housing and Urban Development 

(FR Doc. 79-19389 Filed 0-20-79; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Indian Affairs 

Membership Roll of the Confederated 
Tribes of Siletz Indians of Oregon 

June 11.1979. 

This notice is published in the 


exercise of authority delegated by the 
Secretary of the Interior to the Assistant 
Secretary—Indian Affairs by 209 DM 8. 
This amends the previous notice 
published in the Federal Register dated 
Friday, May 4,1979. beginning on page 
26169 by adding to the Membership Roll 
of the Confederated Tribes of Siletz 
Indians of Oregon the names of two 
individuals which were inadvertently 
omitted therefrom. 


Rick Lavis, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary—Indian Affairs. 


Membership Roll of the Confederated Tribes of SHetr Indians of Oregon, Prepared Under the Act of Nov. 18, 1977 (95 Stat 1415) 


Ron No. and name 

Address 


Sox 

Date of 
bath 

Degree 
Srleu blood 

Total 

Indian blood 

Basic 
ron No. 

— 9 - 

Ancestor's 
name and 
relatjonship 

10S4 Fatter. Harry Louis_ 

_ 2122 N W hvmg. Portland. OR 97218.. 


M 

9-15-25 

4/4 

4/4 

324 

Self. 

1065 Martin. Margaret J 

Rt. 1. Scappoose. OR 97056. 


F 

6-15-35 

1/8 

1/8 

676 

Sell. 

(Rabtnsky) 










(FR Doc. 79-19299 Hied 6-20-79; 6:45 am] 

BILUNG CODE 4310-02—*4 


Bureau of Land Management 

[Coal Lease Application ES 19250] 

Availability of Environmental 
Assessment and Holding of Public 
Hearing 

The United States Department of the 
Interior, Bureau of Land Management, 
Eastern States Office, Silver Spring. 
Maryland does hereby give notice that a 
public hearing will be held on Tuesday, 
July 10,1979, at 7:00 p.m. in the chamber 
of Commerce Building, 1707 Second 
Avenue, in Jasper, Alabama. 

The purpose of the hearing is to 
receive oral and written comments on 
the Technical Examination/ 
Environmental Assessment (TE/EA) 
prepared on the short-term competitive 
coal lease application submitted by 
Alabama By-Products Corporation. The 
United States Geological Survey will 
also be represented at the hearing to 
hear discussion on the method of mining 
to be employed to insure maximum 
economic recovery of the coal resource 
and fair market value of the coal. 

Written requests to testify orally at 
the public hearing should be received at 
the Tuscaloosa Office; Bureau of Land 
Management; 1315 McFarland Blvd., 


East; Tuscaloosa. Alabama 35401, by 
close of business (4:15 p.m.) July 6. Oral 
testimony will be limited to five to ten 
minutes depending on the number of 
persons who wish to comment. But 
written comments of any length may be 
filed with the presiding officer at the 
hearing. 

The TE/EA is available for inspection 
at the Tuscaloosa, BLM office at the 
address given above and at the Eastern 
States Office, 7981 Eastern Avenue, 
Silver Spring, Maryland 20910. Written 
comments on the document or on fair 
market value will be accepted at either 
the Eastern States Office or the 
Tuscaloosa Office until close of 
business, July 17,1979. 

David Lodzinski, 

Acting Director, Eastern States. 

(FR Doc. 79-1B32S Filed 6-20-79; 845 am] 

BILUNG COOE 4310-84-11 


[NM 36919) 

New Mexico; Application 

June 13,1979. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16,1973 (87 Stat. 
576), Amoco Production Company has 
applied for one 16-inch natural gas 
pipeline right-of-way across the 
following land: 


New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 18 S.. R. 27 E.. 

Sec. 1, lot 1 and SVfeNVi. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across 1.014 miles of public land in Eddy 
County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be 
approved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
P.O. Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico 
88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief. Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR Doc. 79-19361 Filed 0-20-79.6:45 atn| 

BILUNG CODE 4310-64-M 

[NM 36751] 

New Mexico; Application 

June 12.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16.1973 (87 Stat. 
576), Gas Company of New Mexico has 
applied for one 4-inch natural gas 
pipeline right-of-way across the 
following land: 
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New Mexico Principal Meridian. New Mexico 

T. 28 N.. R. 9 W.. 

Sec. 7. lot 2. NEV<SWV« and NW'/«SEW. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across .314 of a mile of public land in 
San Juan County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be 
approved, and if so. under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management. 
P.O. Box 6770, Albuquerque. New 
Mexico 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief. Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR Doc. 79-19362 Filed 6-20-79. 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4310-64-*! 


(NM 37062 and 370681 

New Mexico; Applications 

june 12.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185). as amended by 
the Act of November 16,1973 (87 Stat. 
576). El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for three 4Vfe inch natural gas 
pipeline rights-of-way across the 
following lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 18 S.. R. 28 E.. 

Sec. 13, SW^NE 1 /* and NWV4SEV4. 

T. 19 S.. R. 32 E.. 

Sec. 3. NWV 4 SWV 4 ; 

Sec. 4. NEV4SE , /4. 

These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across .636 of a mile of public lands 
in Eddy County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be 
approved, and if so under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
P.O. Box 1397. Roswell. New Mexico 
88201. 

Fred E. Padilla. 

Chief Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR Doc. 79-19383 Flted 6-20-79 8:45 am| 

BILLING COOE 4310-84-M 


(NM 36987] 

New Mexico; Application 

June 13, 1979. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185). as amended by 
the Act of November 16,1973 (87 Stat 
576). Texas Oil and Gas Corporation has 
applied for one 4 Vi-inch natural gas 
pipeline right-of-way across the 
following land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 
T 18 S R 31 E 

Sec. 21. EV 0 NWV 4 , SWV 4 NWV 4 and 
N^SWY*. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across 0.722 of a mile of public land in 
Eddy County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be 
approved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
P.O. Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico 
88201. 

Fred E. Padilla. 

Chief Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

[FR Doc. 79-19364 Filed 6-20-79 8:45 ami 

BILLING COOE 4310-84-*! 


[NM 36874, 36906, 36907 and 36908) 

New Mexico; Applications 

June 13.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16.1973 (87 Stat 
576). El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for eight 4^-inch natural gas 
pipeline and related facilities rights-of- 
way across the following lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian. New Mexico 

T. 22 S.. R. 22 E., 

Sec. 12. EVfeWVfe; 

Sec. 13. NEV 4 NWV 4 and WYsWVfe. 

T 10 S., R. 30 E., 

Sec. 6 . lot 3. SWV 4 NEY 4 . SE'ANW'A and 
NWY4SEY4. 

T. 20 S., R. 33 E.. 

Sec. 27. SWY 4 NEY 4 and SViNWY*; 

Sec. 28, SV*N Vi; 

Sec. 29, S^NVi; 

Sec. 30, SEV 4 NEV. and SEVfcNW$4. 

These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across 5.765 miles of public lands in 


Chaves. Eddy and Lea Counties, New 
Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be 
approved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land management, 
P.O. Box 1397. Roswell. New Mexico 
88201. 

Fred E. Padilla. 

Chief Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

|KR Doc. 79-19385 Filed 6-20-79. 645 amj 

BILLING COOE 4310-84-14 


(NM 37116) 

New Mexico; Application 

June 13.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185). as amended by 
the Act of November 16.1973 (87 Stat. 
576). Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America has applied for one 4-inch 
natural gas pipeline and related 
facilities right-of-way across the 
following land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 
T. 21 S.. R. 28 E.. 

Sec. 3. EV&SWY 4 . SWY4SWY4 and 
NWY.SE V4: 

Sec. 4. S Y 2 SE Va; 

Sec. 8. SVfcNEVfc; 

Sec. 9. NVaNVa and SWttNWY*. 

This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across 2.252 miles of public land in Eddy 
County. New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be 
approved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
P.O. Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico 
88201. 

Fred E. Padilla. 

Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR Doc. 79-19386 Filed 6-20-79 645 am| 

BILLING COOE 4310-64-11 
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|NM 36905, 37180, and 371811 

New Mexico; Applications 

June 13.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16,1973 (87 Stat. 
576), El Paso Natural Gas Company has 
applied for three 4V2-inch natural gas 
pipeline rights-of-way across the 
following lands: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 31 N.. R. 10 W.. 

Sec. 24. lot 10. 

T. 31 N., R. 11 W„ 

Sec. 19. lot 2. SE^NW'A and NEV 4 SWV 4 ; 
Sec. 21. lot 7. 

These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across 0.659 of a mile of public lands 
in San Juan County, New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be 
approved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District 
Manager. Bureau of Land Management. 
P.O. Box 6770, Albuquerque, New 
Mexico 87107. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR Doc. 79-19367 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


[New Mexico 9868] 

New Mexico; Termination of 
Classification of Public Lands for 
Multiple-Use Management 

June 14,1979. 

1. FHirsuant to the regulations 
contained in 43 CFR 2461.5(c)(2), the 
classification and segregation of the 
following-described lands which 
appeared in the Federal Register of July 
25.1970 (FR Doc. 70-9620, Vol. 35. pages 
12019-12020), is hereby terminated: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian 

T. 7 N.. R. 9 W.. 

Sec. 3. lot 18; 

Sec. 4. lots 15.16.19. 20, 21. 22 and 25; 

Sec. 5, lots 2. 3, 4. SWV^NEVii, SV^NW’A. 
SWV$», W'^SE 1 /., SEV 4 SEV 4 . and those 
portions of lot 1, SEVWEV^ and 
NEV^SEVi which lie west of Acoma Trust 
lands; 

Sec. 6. lot 2. NE»/4, NE>/4NWV4 and 
NE'ASE'A; 

Sec. 7, lots 2, 3. 4. S^NEV4. SF.V^NWV^i, 
EVfeSWVi and SE'A; 


Sec. 8. NV^NEV4 and NEy»NWV4: 

Sec. 9, NVfeNE * l /4. SlAM/iNEtt. NW14. 
NVfcSWtt, SWV4SWV4 and those 
portions of SEy4NEy 4 . SE^SW^A, 
NVaSEVi and SW^iSEVi which lie west 
of Acoma Trust lands; 

Sec. 10. lots 5 and 6; 

Sec. 17. NV^NWVi. SE 1 /4NVW4 and those 
portions of NEy 4 . SEV 4 NVW 4 and SWtt 
which lie west of Acoma Trust lands; 

Sec. 18, lots 5 to 15, inclusive, lots 18, 20, 23, 
25 and 26. 

T. 8 N.. R. 9 W.. 

Sec. 3, lot 4, SWy4NWV4, WV^SVM and 
those portions of lot 3, SEV4NWy 4 and 
EVfeSWVi which lie west of Acoma Trust 
lands; 

Sec. 4, lots 5 to 14, inclusive; 

Secs. 5 and 6; 

Sec. 7, lots 1, 4, EV*. NE'ANWtt and 
SEy4SW l /4; 

Sec. 8; 

Sec. 9. NVi; 

Sec. 18, lots 9,13,14,17,18. 20. 23, 25. 27, 28 
and 29: 

Sec. 19, NEy4NW% and those portions of 
lots 1, 2. 3. NVfeNE 1 * /* and SEV4NWy4 
which lie west of Acoma Trust lands: 

Sec. 29, those portions of SWV4NWy4, 
SWVi and SWViSE 1 * /^ which lie west of 
Acoma Trust lands; 

Sec. 30, lots 6. 8.10, 12.13.14.15,16 and 
lots 18 to 25, inclusive: 

Sec. 31; 

Sec. 32, those portions of SWyiNE 1 * /! and 
SWy4SE ! /4 which lie west of Acoma 
Trust lands. 

T. 9. N.. R. 9 W.. 

Sec. 8, WVi; 

Secs. 10 and 18; 

Sec. 20, W Vfe; 

Sec. 26, lots 1. 2, 3, 4. Wy 2 EVfr and WVfe; 

Sec. 28. EVsE^; 

Secs. 30 and 34. 

T. 7 N.. R. 10 W.. 

Secs. 1 and 3: 

Sec. 4, lots 5 and 8: 

Sec. 10. NVfeNy*, SEy4NEy4, SE‘/4NWy4. 
N*/ 2 SEy4 and SEy4SEy4; 

Sec. 11; 

Sec. 12, SVfeSVfe; 

Sec. 13, NVfc and those portions of NVfeSVfe 
and SWyiSWWi which lie west of Acoma 
Trust lands: 

Sec. 14. lots 1. 3,15. NE 1 /*, NEy»NWy 4 and 
those portions of lot 7. WV^NW^i and 
SEViNWVi which lie west of Acoma 
Trust lands. 

T, 8 N.. R. 10 W.. 

Secs. 1. 3, 4 and 5; 

Sec. 6. lots 6. 7. EV^SWVi and SE 1 *: 

Secs. 7 to 11. inclusive; 

Sec. 12. NVfeNEyi, SV^NE 1 *, WVi and 
SEy 4 ; 

Sec. 13, NWViNEy* and those portions of 
EVfeEVSi and WV^SE'/i which lie west of 
Acoma Trust lands; 

Secs. 14,15 and 17 to 22, inclusive; 

Sec. 23, WVfeEV 2 and WVi; 

Sec. 24. lots 1 and 2; 

Sec. 26. NW»/4NEy4. NW/4 and WfeSWtt; 

Secs. 27 to 31. inclusive and 33: 

Sec. 34. N Vi. NEy.SWV4. W**SWV 4 and 
SEttSEV*; 


Sec. 35, SV 2 NEV 4 , NWV 4 NVW 4 . S^SW'A 
and SEy4. 

T, 9 N.. R. 10 W.. 

Secs. 4, 6, 8,12,14,18. 20, 24. 26. 28. 30 and 
34. 

T. 8 N.. R. 11 W., 

Sec. 1, lots 1. 2. 3, 4 and SVfcNVfe; 

lec 8 a lots d i%. 3.4. 7. SE'/.SW 1 /, and 
SV4SE'/«; 

Sec. 9; 

Sec. 10. S Vi; 

Secs. 12.14.18. 20, 22. 24, 26. 28. 30 and 34. 
T, 8 N.. R. 12 W., 

Secs. 4, 5 and 6: 

Sec. 7. lots 1, 2, 3 and 4; 

Secs. 8,10.12 and 14; 

Cup 1R SWVa* 

Secs. 18. 20, 22, 24. 16 and 28: 

Sec. 30. lot 4. E‘/ 2 . SEV4NWV4 and 
EVzSWW. 

Sec. 34. 

T. 6 N.. R. 13 W.. 

Secs. 1, 3 to 15, inclusive. 19 to 31, 
inclusive. 33. 34 and 35. 

T. 7 N.. R. 13 W.. 

Secs. 1, 3. 4. 5. 6, 7, 8. 9.11,12,13.14.15.17. 
18.19. 20. 21. 23, 24, 25. 27. 28. 29. 31 and 
33; 

Sec. 30. lots 3, 4, EVi and EVfcSWUu 
Secs. 34 and 35. 

T, 8 N.. R. 13 W.. 

Secs. 1, 3 and 11; 

Sec. 12 . Ny 2 . Ny 2 S%. swy 4 swy4 and 
SEy 4 SEy 4 ; 

Secs. 13 and 20; 

Sec. 22. S'^NE 1 /*. NW‘4 and SVfe; 

Sec. 24, NE l /4, S^NW>/ 4 and S^; 

Sec. 25; 

Sec. 26, EVfeNEtt, W^NWVi and S 1 /^; 

Secs. 29. 30. 31 and 33. 

The areas described above aggregate 
approximately 105,140.51 acres in 
Valencia County. 

2. The lands described above are 
relieved of the segregative effect at 10 
a.m. on July 23,1979. 

Billy M. Brody, 

Acting State Director. 

|FR Doc 79-19368 Filed 6-20-79:6 45 am| 

BILLING CODE 4310-04-M 


[NM 36749] 

New Mexico; Application 

June 13.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to Section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act 
of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as amended by 
the Act of November 16,1973 (87 Stat. 
576), Phillips Petroleum Company has 
applied for one 4 1 /fe-inch natural gas 
pipeline right-of-way across the 
following land: 

New Mexico Principal Meridian, New Mexico 

T. 22 S.. R. 30 E., 

Sec. 20. NEy4NW*/ 4 . 
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This pipeline will convey natural gas 
across 0.110 of a mile of public land in 
Lea County. New Mexico. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be 
approved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should promptly send their 
name and address to the District 
Manager, Bureau of Land Management, 
P.O. Box 1397, Roswell, New Mexico 
88201. 

Fred E. Padilla, 

Chief, Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

I PR Doc. 79-10368 Filed 8-20-79. 845 am) 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Utah; Public Meetings 

agency: Bureau of Land Management 
action: Notice. 

summary: Notice is hereby given that 
two public meetings will be held to 
discuss proposals and developments 
associated with Little Sahara Recreation 
Area in Juab County, Utah. 

Public meetings will be held July 18. 
1979 at the Salt Palace. Room 220.100 S. 
West Temple, Salt Lake City. Utah and 
July 19.1979 at the Juab County 
Courthouse, Nephi, Utah. Both meetings 
will convene at 7:30 p.m. 

The following items will be discussed: 

1. Proposed withdrawal of 
approximately 3,541 acres of public land 
within Little Sahara Recreation Area 
from settlement, sale, location, or entry 
under the general land laws, including 
the mining laws subject to valid existing 
rights, as published in Federal Register, 
Notice, page 32750. June 7.1979, The 
purpose of the proposed withdrawal is 
to protect existing and planned 
recreational developments. These 
consist of roads, campgrounds, picnic 
areas and a visitor center and 
administrative site. 

2. Planned new facilities at White 
Sands Campground. 

3. The revised management plan for 
Little Sahara Recreation Area. 

4. The designation of the proposed 
Rockwell Natural Area, a 9,791 acre 
area within Little Sahara Recreation 
Area, as a wilderness study area, as 
published in Federal Register, Notice, 
page 30450-30451. May 25.1979. 

Written comments on the proposals 
for Little Sahara Recreation Area will be 


accepted until August 20,1979 by Tom 
Jensen. Area Manager, House Range 
Resource Area. Bureau of Land 
Management, Box 778, Fillmore. Utah. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Tom Jensen. Area Manager, House 
Range Resource Area. P.O. Box 778. 
Fillmore. Utah 84631. 

Dated: June 14.1979. 

Paul L. Howard, 

State Director. 

[FR Doc 79-19370 Filed 8-20-79. 8:45 ami 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


(W-682451 

Wyoming; Application 

June 13.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to Sec. 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185). the 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company of 
Colorado Springs, Colorado filed an 
application for a right-of-way to 
construct a 4 V 2 " O.D. pipeline, a 4' by 6* 
meter house and related metering and 
dehydration facilities for the purpose of 
transporting natural gas across the 
following described public lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming 
T. 19 N., R. 93 W.. 

Sec. 28. NWV4SW74. SEy4SW , 4. and 
SWV4SEV4; 

Sec. 34. SWViNW^. NVfeSWy*. and 

SEy«swy4. 

The proposed pipeline will transport 
natural gas from the Amoco Federal 1- 
28 Well located in the SWV4 of section 
28. to a point of connection with a 
proposed pipeline located in the SWVi 
of section 34, all within T. 19 N.. R. 93 
W.. Carbon County. Wyoming. The 
proposed 4' by 6' meter house and 
related metering and dehydration 
facilities are to be located entirely 
within the proposed 50' right-of-way in 
the SWV4 of section 28, T. 19 N.. R. 93 
W., Carbon County, Wyoming. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be 
approved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should do so promptly. 
Persons submitting comments should 
include their name and address and 
send them to the District Manager, 
Bureau of Land Management, 1300 Third 


Street. P.O. Box 870, Rawlins, Wyoming 
82301. 

William S. Gilmer, 

Acting Chief. Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR Doc. 79-19371 Filed 8-20-79. 845 am| 

BILUNG CODE 4310-84-M 


Wyoming; Application 

June 12.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to Sec. 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920, as amended (30 U.S.C 185), the 
Cities Service Gas Company of 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma filed an 
application for a right-of-way to 
construct a 4Va inch natural gas pipeline 
for the purpose of transporting natural 
gas across the following described 
public lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian. Wyoming 

T. 19 N.. R. 92 W.. 

Sec, 2. lot 1. SEV+NEV* and NEViSEyi. 

The proposed pipeline will transport 
natural gas from the Champlin 345 A-l 
Well in the SEV^ of section 35, T. 20 N.« 
R. 92 W., Sweetwater County, Wyoming, 
to a point of connection with Cities 
Service Gas Company’s proposed 
gathering line in the NEV^SEV^ of 
section 2, T. 19 N.. R. 92 W.. Carbon 
County. Wyoming. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be 
approved, and if so. under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should do so promptly. 
Persons submitting comments should 
include their name and address and 
send them to the District Manager, 
Bureau of Land Management, 1300 Third 
Street. P.O. Box 670. Rawlins, Wyoming 
82301. 

William S. Gilmer, 

Acting Chief. Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

(FR Doc 79-18372 Plbd 8-20-79: 845 nm| 

BILLING COOE 4310-84-M 


(W-65320—Amendment] 

Wyoming; Application 

June 12. 1979. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to Sec. 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185). the 
Northwest Pipeline Corporation of Salt 
Lake City. Utah filed an amended 
application for a right-of-way to 
construct a 4Vfe inch buried pipeline for 
the purpose of transporting natural gas 
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across the following described public 
lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming 

T. 20 N.. R. 112 W. f 
Sec, 11. SEVC.SF.V4; 

Sec. 13. NViSWtt. SEV.SW Va. WVfeNWtt; 
Sec. 14. SWV4NWV4, S‘/2NWV4. N V2SEV4. 

EWNEV4: 

Sec. 15. EV 2 NEV 1 . 

The proposed pipeline will transport 
natural gas produced from the Steed 
Canyon # 3-13 Well located in the 
SEV4SWV4 of section 13, and the Steed 
Canyon #5-14 Well located in the 
NEV4NEV4 of section 14. to a point of 
connection with Northwest Pipeline 
Corporation’s existing pipeline in the 
NEWNEVi of section 15, all located 
within T. 26 N.. R. 112 W., Lincoln 
County, Wyoming. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be 
approved and, if so. under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should do so promptly. 
Persons submitting comments should 
include their name and address and 
send them to the District Manager, 
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box 
1869. Highway 187 N.. Rock Springs, 
Wyoming 82901. 

William S. Gilmer, 

Acting Chief. Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR Doc. 79-19373 PUml 6-20-79; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


(W-68260) 

Wyoming; Application 

June 13. 1979. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to Sec. 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act of 
1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185), the 
Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line Company 
of Brighton, Colorado filed an 
application for a right-of-way to 
construct 4", 6". 8" and 12" gas 
pipelines, and dehydration, launching 
and receiving facilities, and associated 
valve settings for pipeline junctions for 
the purpose of transporting natural gas 
across the following described public 
lands: 

Sixth Principal Meridian. Wyoming 

T. 19 N.. R. 103 W., 

Sec. 14, W VfeEVfc; 

Sec, 22. WHNEV4. E^WVfc, NW'4NWy4, 
and SE l 4: 

Sec. 24. NEV., EVaNWya. SW’ANWtt, 
NVfeSVfe. and SWViSWyc 
Sec. 26. WViNEtt, W^WVa. NEV4NWV4. 
and NWViSEVi; 


Sec. 34. NEV*. NMtNWV*. SMiSW. and 
NEWSEV4. 

The proposed pipelines will connect 
wells in Sweetwater County, Wyoming 
for the purpose of gathering and 
transporting natural gas to either 
Colorado Interstate Gas Company’s 
main transmission line or Stauffer 
Chemical Company's gathering line. The 
dehydration, launching and receiving 
facilities and associated valve settings 
for pipeline junctions are all located 
within the proposed right-of-way in T. 19 
N., R. 103 W„ Sweetwater County. 
Wyoming. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that the Bureau will be 
proceeding with consideration of 
whether the application should be 
approved, and if so. under what terms 
and conditions. 

Interested persons desiring to express 
their views should do so promptly. 
Persons submitting comments should 
include their name and address and 
send them to the District Manager, 
Bureau of Land Management. Highway 
187 N., P.O. Box 1869, Rock Springs, 
Wyoming 82901. 

William S. Gilmer, 

Acting Chief Branch of Lands and Minerals 
Operations. 

|FR Doc- 79-19374 Filed 6-20-79; 6:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-64-14 


Montana; Little Rocky Mountain 
Roads; Closure of Roads to Motorized 
Vehicles 

Notice is hereby given that use of 
motorized vehicles on a portion of the 
Little Rocky Mountain roads is 
restricted in accordance with the 
provisions of 43 CFR Part 8364.1 and 
Executive Order 11644 as amended. 
These restrictions do not apply to 
emergency, law enforcement or other 
government vehicles used for emergency 
purposes, or vehicles authorized by 
permit or contract. The area and roads 
affected by this designation are located 
approximately 3 air miles northwest of 
Zortman. Montana, and approximately 2 
miles northeast of Landusky, Montana, 
stop the Little Rocky Mountain Range: 

Principal Meridian, Montana. 

Located in parts of T. 25 N., R. 24 E., 

Secs. 12,13,14, and 15. 

T. 25 N.. R. 25 E., 

Sec. 7. 

Roads will be posted by signs at 
closure points. The areas beyond the 
closure points are closed to public 
vehicular use because of danger created 
by mineral development. These roads 
will remain closed until further notice. 


This notice is effective immediately. 
Any person who knowingly and 
willfully violates this closure shall be 
fined not more than $1,000 or imprisoned 
not more than 12 months, or both. 

Additional information regarding 
these restrictions can be obtained at the 
Phillips Resource Area Office, Malta. 
Montana, and the Lewistown District 
Office, Lewistown, Montana. 

John F. Fields. 

District Manager. 

|FR Doc. 79-19375 Filed 6-20-79 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Bureau of Land Mangement 
(U-910-4310-64] 

Utah; Wilderness Inventory of Paria 
Canyon Instant Study Area 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management. 

Interior. 

action: Notice. 

summary: This notice announces the 
dates of a 30-day public comment period 
concerning the tentative determination 
of wilderness characteristics in the Utah 
portion of the Paria Canyon Primitive 
Area and the roadless public lands in 
Utah contiguous to the Primitive Area. 
Beginning on June 20,1979 and through 
July 20,1979, the public is invited to 
review and provide written comments 
on the wilderness characteristics 
inventory of the review area. The review 
ares is depicted on the Utah Wilderness 
Inventory map officially announced in 
the Federal Register on March 22, 1979 
and issued on April 4, 1979. The review 
was conducted in accordance with the 
intensive inventory policies as set forth 
in the Wilderness Inventory Handbook. 

The review area contains 44.839 acres. 
Approximately 21,470 acres were found 
to possess wilderness characteristics. 
The boundaries of both the review area 
and the area determined to have 
wilderness characteristics are identified 
on the accompaning map. 

The review area is located on the 
benches and canyons of extreme 
southcentral Utah. The Paria River and 
is Kaibab Gulch tributary have created 
narrow and widing canyons. Portions of 
West and East Clark Benches. The 
Cockscomb, and Judd Hollow are within 
the review area. 

After analysis of public review 
comments, the Cedar City District 
Manager will make a final 
recommendation to the Utah State 
Director. The State Director will publish 
his wilderness characteristics decision 
in the Federal Register. This decision 
will become final 30 days after 
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publication. The portion of the review 
area possessing wilderness 
characteristics will be studied in order 
to make recommendations on it 
suitability or nonsuitability for 
preservation in the Wilderness System. 
Any portions of the contiguous roadless 
area not possessing wilderness 
characteristics will be released from the 
constraints of interim protection as set 
forth in 603(c) of the Federal Land Policy 
and Mangement Act. 

A report on the preliminary findings of 
wilderness characteristics is available 
by writing: Bureau of Land Management, 
2400 Valley Bank Center, Phoenix. 
Arizona 85073; BLM Arizona Strip 
District Office, 196 E. Tabernacle, St. 
George, Utah 84770; BLM Cedar City 
District Office, 1579 N. Main, Cedar City, 
Utah 84720; or State Director, Attention 
Wilderness, Bureau of Land Mangement, 
University Club Building, 136 East South 
Temple, Salt Lake City. Utah 84111. 

Written comments should be mailed 
to Cedar City District Manager. 1579 No. 
Main, Cedar City, Utah 84720, by July 20. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Bureau of Land Mangement, Cedar City 
District Office. 1579 North Main Street. 
P.O. Box 724, Cedar City, Utah 84720, 
(801) 588-2401. 

Dated: June 13. 1979. 

VV. D. Brough, 

Acting State Director. 


BJLUNG CODE 4310-44-44 
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Bureau of Reclamation 
[INT DES 79-33] 

Colorado-Big Thompson/Windy Gap 
Projects, Colorado; Availability of 
Draft Environmental Statement 

Pursuant to section 102(2){C] of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. the Department of the Interior has 
prepared a draft environmental 
statement on the operation of its 
existing Colorado-Big Thompson Project. 
The draft statement also assesses the 
impacts of the construction and 
operation of the Windy Gap Project, a 
Non-Federal municipal and industrial 
water supply project that would use 
some of the facilities of the Colorado-Big 
Thompson Project to convey waters 
diverted from the Colorado River to five 
municipalities in eastern Colorado. The 
impacts associated with the 
construction and operation of the 
Rawhide Powerplant, a potential user of 
up to one-third of the Windy Gap Project 
water supply, are also assessed. 

Copies are available for inspection at 
the following locations: 

Office of Environmental Affairs. Department 
of the Interior. Bureau of Reclamation. 

Room 7622, Washington, DC 20240 
Telephone (202) 343-4991. 

Assistant Commissioner—Engineering and 
Research. Engineering and Research 
Center, Denver Federal Center, Room 1010, 
Building 67. Denver. CO 80225. 

Office of the Regional Director, Bureau of 
Reclamation. Denver Federal Center, Room 
E-2418, Building 20. Denver, CO 80225. 
Telephone (303) 234-3779. 

South Platte River Projects Office. Bureau of 
Reclamation, 995 Wilson Avenue. 

Uveland. CO 80537. Telephone (303) 667- 
4410. 

Libraries in Greeley, Fort Collins. Estes Park, 
I-ongmont. Loveland, Boulder. Hot Sulphur 
Springs. Fort Morgan. Sterling, (ulesburg, 
and Denver. CO. 

Single copies of the draft statement 
may be obtained free on request to the 
Commissioner of Reclamation, or the 
Regional Director, at the addresses 
given above. Please refer to the 
statement number above. 

Written comments may be submitted 
to the Regional Director (address above) 
on or before August 6.1979. 

Dated: June 18.1979. 

Larry E. Meiorotto. 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 

|FR Doc. 79-19387 Filed 8-20-79:8:45 am] 

BILUNG CODE 4310-09-44 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 

Humanities Panel Advisory Committee; 
Meeting 

June 18.1979. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 

L. 92-463, as amended), notice is hereby 
given that the following meetings of the 
Humanities Panel will be held at 806 
15th street. NW.. Washington, D.C 
20506: 

1. Date: July 9,1979. Time: 9 a.m. to 
5:30 p.m. Room: 314. Purpose: To review 
applications for the development of 
humanities date collection and policy 
studies submitted to the National 
Endowment for the Humanities for 
projects beginning after September 1, 
1979. 

2. Date: July 11,1979. Time: 9 a.m. to 
5:30 p.m. Room: 301. Purpose: To review 
Medical School Teacher seminary 
applications submitted to the National 
Endowment for the Humanities for 
projects beginning after October 1,1979. 

3. Date: July 12,1979. Time: 9 a.m. to 
5:30 p.m. Room: 102&. Purpose: To 
review applications for the development 
of humanities Special Program formats 
submitted to the National Endowment 
for the Humanities for projects 
beginning after October 1,1979. 

4. Date: July 12 and 13,1979. Time: 9 
a.m. to 5:30 p.m. Room: 1134. Purpose: To 
review NEH publications proposals 
submitted to the National Endowment 
for the Humanities for projects 
beginning after September 1,1979. 

5. Date: July 16,1979. Time: 9 a.m. to 
5:30 p.m. Room: 301. Purpose: To review 
Law School Teacher Seminar 
applications submitted to the National 
Endowment for the Humanities for 
projects beginning after October 1,1979. 

Because the proposed meetings will 
consider financial information and 
disclose information of a personal 
nature the disclosure of which would 
constitute a clearly unwarranted 
invasion of personal privacy, pursuant 
to authority granted me by the 
Chairman’s Delegation of Authority to 
Close Advisory Committee Meetings, 
dated January 15.1978.1 have 
determined that the meetings would fall 
within exemptions (4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 
5526(c) and that it is essential to close 
these meetings to protect the free 
exchange of internal views and to avoid 
interference with operation of the 
Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management 
Officer. Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 


15th street, N.W., Washington, D.C 
20506. or call 202-724-0367. 

Stephen J. McCleary. 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 

|FR Doc 79-19381 FUcd 6-20-79. 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 7536-01-44 


NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY BOARD 

IN-AR 79-25J 

Accident Report, Safety 
Recommendations and Responses; 
Availability 

Marine Accident Report 

Collision M/V WORLD NOBILITY 
and S/S PENNS YL VANIA GETTY. 
Mouth of Chesapeake Boy near Norfolk , 
Va. t December 29. 1978 (NTSB-MAR- 
79-7). —Copies of the National 
Transportation Safety Board’s formal 
report on investigation of this accident 
are now available. The report, released 
June 14. shows that about 1819 e.s.t. last 
December 29 the outbound Liberian bulk 
carrier WORLD NOBILITY and the 
inbound Liberian ore/bulk/oil carrier 
PENNSYLVANIA GETTY collided at the 
mouth of the Chesapeake Bay about 15 
nmi east of Norfolk. The bow of the 
PENNSYLVANIA GETTY penetrated 
the No. 1 cargo hold on the forward port 
side of the WORIJD NOBILITY. There 
were no deaths or injuries resulting from 
this accident. Damage to the vessels 
was estimated at about $3 million. 

The Safety Board determines that the 
probable cause of this accident was the 
failure of the masters of the WORLD 
NOBILITY and the PENNSYLVANIA 
GETTY to safely maneuver their vessels 
because of inattention, and their failure 
to comply with the International 
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at 
Sea. Contributing to the accident was 
the location of the Chesapeake Bay 
pilotage area, necessitating both.vessels 
to transit an area subject to heavy 
converging traffic without the assistance 
of pilots. 

As a result of its investigation of this 
accident, the Safety Board on June 8 
recommended that the U.S. Coast Guard 
develop navigation watchkeeping 
standards quantifying minimum 
manning levels for large oceangoing 
vessels to safely navigate within U.S. 
ports and their approaches, and amend 
the Navigation Safety Regulations (33 
CFR Part 164) to incorporate these 
standards (M-79-56); study the 
feasibility of relocating the Chesapeake 
Bay pilotage area so that vessels are not 
forced to transit areas of converging 
traffic without pilots on board (M-79- 
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57 ) : and reevaluate the proposed level of 
vessel traffic service in the Chesapeake 
Bay and determine if an active, manned 
system is more appropriate in view of 
increased traffic density and the transit 
of vessels transporting liquefied natural 
gas and other hazardous cargoes (M-79- 

58) . (See also 44 FR 34224. June 14,1979.) 

Safety Recommendation Letters 

A viation 

A-79-47 .—Last December 28 a United 
Air Lines DC-8-61 crashed near 
Portland International Airport after 
circling in the vicinity of the airport for 
about 1 hour while the flightcrew 
attempted to resolve a landing gear 
problem and prepare passengers for 
emergency landing. Of the 181 
passengers and 8 crewmembers aboard, 
8 passengers and 2 crewmembers were 
killed and 21 passengers and 2 
crewmembers were injured seriously. 
The Safety Board determined that the 
probable cause of the crash was the 
failure of the captain to monitor 
properly the aircraft's fuel state and to 
respond properly to the low fuel state 
and the crewmember’s advisories 
regarding fuel state. This resulted in fuel 
exhaustion to all engines. Contributing 
to the accident was the failure of the 
other flight crewmembers either to fully 
comprehend the criticality of the fuel 
state or to successfully communicate 
their concerns to the captain. 

The recommendation letter cites 
several other previous similar air carrier 
accidents investigated by the Safety 
Board: 

Eastern Air Lines, Inc., L-1011, N310EA, 
Miami. Fla., December 29,1972. 

World Airways. Inc., DC-8-83F, N802WA, 
King Cove, Alaska, September 8,1973. 

Texas International Airlines, Inc., Convair 
600, N94230, Mena, Ark.. September 27,1973. 

Japan Air Lines, Co., LTD, DC-8-62F, 
JA8054. Anchorage. Alaska. January 13,1977. 

Allegheny Airlines. Inc., BAC 1-11, N1550, 
Rochester. N.Y., July 9.1978. 

Although the circumstances 
surrounding these accidents were 
different, one element is in common. In 
each case the "crew concept" failed as 
the entire flightcrew either fixated to a 
degree on the problem at hand and 
thereby failed to monitor the flight’s 
progress properly, or the first officer’s or 
second officer's inputs on the flight deck 
were not adequately communicated to 
or received by the captain. 

In view of these findings, the Safety 
Board on June,13 recommended that the 
Federal Aviation Administration: 

Issue an operations bulletin to all air 
carrier operations inspectors directing them 
to urge their assigned operators to ensure 


that their flighlcrews are indoctrinated in 
principles of flight deck resource 
management, with particular emphasis on the 
merits of participative management for 
captains and assertiveness training for other 
cockpit crewmembers. (A-79-47) 

A-79-48 through 51 .—The Safety 
Board’s investigation of an accident 
involving an Antilles Airboats Grumman 
G-21 at sea near St. Croix, V.I., last 
November 5 has revealed a need for 
reevaluating the propeller unfeathering 
system on those G-21 airplanes which 
have Hartzell propellers installed in 
accordance with Supplemental Type 
Certificate SAl-52. 

The airplane was being flown by a 
company pilot on a test flight with FAA 
flight test personnel on board. The flight 
test was at the request of the FAA 
Southern Region to determine single¬ 
engine performance of the G-21. When 
unfeathering the left propeller after 
completion of single-engine work, the 
right propeller suddenly feathered. 
Neither engine could be restarted and a 
landing was made in the open sea. The 
aircraft later sank due to the sea state: 
however, none of the occupants were 
injured and all were successfully 
rescued. 

The Board takes note that the 
unfeathering system associated with the 
propeller installation consists of an oil 
crossfeed line, connected between the 
output pressure ports of the two 
propeller governors, with an on-off valve 
called an "emergency unfeather valve" 
located in the cockpit. When using this 
system to assist in unfeathering a 
propeller, the propeller control lever for 
the feathered propeller must be placed 
in the full forward, high rpm position to 
assure that oil from the operating engine 
is directed to the propeller and not 
bypassed into the sump of the 
inoperative engine. If the oil is 
bypassed, pressure is lost in the 
operating propeller and it will 
automatically feather. Investigation 
revealed that the pilot had positioned 
the propeller lever out of the feather 
range but not fully forward as required. 
The Board found ambiguous and 
conflicting descriptions of the 
unfeathering procedures in different 
sections of the airplane operating 
manual used by this operator. 

Because a number of Grumman G-21 
airplanes with the Hartzell installation 
are used by Part 135 operators, the 
Safety Board believes more positive 
steps are necessary to assure that use of 
the governor crossfeed unfeathering 
system does not cause loss of both 
engines. Therefore, on June 14 the Board 
recommended that FAA: 


Expedite the evaluation of the propeller 
feathering system on G-21 aircraft with STC 
SAl-52 incorporated to determine if an 
unfeather assist system is required with the 
Hartzell installation. (A-79—18) 

If the evaluation shows that such a system 
is required, issue an Airworthiness Directive 
to modify or replace the present system in 
order to eliminate the possibility of 
inadvertent loss of both engines when 
unfeathering a propeller. (A-79-49) 

Review the operating manuals and 
procedure checklists of all Grumman G-21 
operators to assure that the correct 
procedures for unfeathering are provided and 
the proper position of the propeller lever is 
emphasized. (A-79-50) 

Require that all operators of Grumman G- 
21 airplanes equipped with this unfeathering 
system emphasize in their training program 
the correct procedures for propeller 
unfeathering. (A-79-51) 

Each of the above aviation safety 
recommendations has been designated 
"Class 11, Priority Action." 

Marine 

M-79-59 through 66 .—On February 9. 
1978, the inbound tanker ANCO 
SCEPTRE passed the outbound tanker 
POST CHARGER near Crown Point 
bend in the Houston Ship Channel. 
Immediately after the vessels passed, 
the ANCO SCEPTRE veered across the 
channel and struck a loading facility at 
the Crown Central Petroleum 
Corporation terminal pier, causing the 
facility to collapse. The damage to the 
loading facility was over $1 million and 
the damage to the ANCO SCEPTRE was 
about $500. 

The investigation showed that the 
pilots of the two vessels had agreed that 
their vessels would pass each other 
below Crown Point bend. However, the 
vessel passing occurred closer to the 
bend than the pilots planned. 
Consequently, the ANCO SCEPTRE was 
required to negotiate a right turn from a 
position close to the right bank of Crown 
Point immediately after passing the 
POST CHARGER. Although the ANCO 
SCEPTRE’S pilot was voluntarily using 
the Coast Guard Vessel Traffic Service 
(VTS). there is no evidence that he 
requested the VTS to track and evaluate 
the movement of the two vessels to 
determine whether the passing would 
occur as planned, and similarly, there is 
not evidence that the VTS tracked the 
vessels or made any effort to advise the 
ANCO SCEPTRE’s pilot concerning the 
undesirable passing situation which 
developed. The U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (COE) published information 
in 1965 about restricted channels and 
vessel navigation, which included 
precautions concerning two-way vessel 
passing and vessel maneuvering. Had 
the COE criteria been observed, the 
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two-way vessel passing should not have 
been attempted. Apparently, the pilot 
and the VTS were unaware of the Corps’ 
published information. 

Coast Guard's significant number of 
reported casualties at the Crown 
terminal indicates that vessels operating 
at Crown Point bend need to exercise 
greater caution. Unexpected currents 
and channel silting may be affecting 
deep-draft vessel maneuvering in the 
Houston Ship Channel. In the collision, 
the ANCO SCEPTRE sustained only 
minor damage but the loading facility 
was extensively damaged. 

As a result of this investigation, the 
Safety Board on June 15 recommended 
that the U.S. Coast Guard: 

Institute mandatory participation in the 
VTS on the Houston Ship ChanneJL (M-79-59) 
Designate Crown Point bend as a VTS 
precautionary area and restrict vessels 
passing at the oend. (M-79-60) 

Develop vessel maneuvering guidelines for 
VTS and pilot use on the Houston Ship 
Channel concerning vessel size, draft, and 
speed, in relation to channel width, depth, 
and configuration. (M-79-61) 

Initiate action with the National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration to survey 
currents in the Houston Ship Channel and 
make pertinent information available to 
mariners using the channel. (M-79-62) 

Request the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
to make pertinent Houston Ship Channel 
silting information available to mariners 
using the channel. (M-79-63) 

Develop with the U.S. Department of 
Commerce. Maritime Administration, and 
pilots' associations a program to indoctrinate 
ships' officers and pilots about the 
capabilities and use of VTS to improve safety 
on U.S. waterways. (M-79-64) 

Publicize information concerning waterway 
loading facility design to eliminate or 
minimize damage to facilities susceptible to 
damage from vessel collision, and 
incorporate appropriate precautions in 
regulations about the design of designated 
waterfront facilities. (M-79-65) 

Survey terminal facilities along the 
Houston Ship Channel to determine the 
extent of damage that has been caused by 
vessel speeds and maneuvering accidents, 
and institute necessary VTS controls to 
eliminate speed/maneuvering problems. (M- 
79-66) 

With the exception of M-79-62 and 
M-79-66, the above recommendations 
are designated "Class II. Priority 
Action." M-79-62 and 66 are Class III 
recommendations, longer term action 
accorded. Copies of the formal 
investigation report are being prepared 
for release in the near future. 

Pipeline 

P-79-9 through 12 .—The Safety Board 
has completed its investigation of an 
explosion and fire which, at 9:30 p.m. 
last January 16. destroyed five 


commercial buildings and damaged 
several other buildings in London, Ky. 
Two persons were injured as a result of 
this accident. Firefighters, the first 
emergency personnel on the scene, 
evacuated the buildings. The local 
manager and a gas serviceman from the 
Gas Service Company. Inc. (a subsidiary 
of the Delta Natural Gas Co., Inc.) 
arrived about 5 minutes after the 
explosion and quickly closed a valve 
which shut pff the gas in the service line 
serving the buildings. Twenty-five fire 
companies assisted in extinguishing the 
fire. 

Nitrogen pressure testing of the 7-inch 
O.D. (outside diameter), steel 
distribution main, which had had a 
recent pressure increase to 17 psig, 
revealed a corrosion hole in the pipe. 
Further investigation indicated that the 
gas which had escaped from the 
corrosion hole had migrated through a 
break in an adjacent sanitary sewer and 
then into the buildings where it was 
ignited by an undetermined source. At 
the time of the accident, the gas 
company was modifying some 1,500 feet 
of the steel gas main by inserting a 2- 
inch plastic pipe so that the main’s 
operating pressure could be increased to 
serve a larger load. Most of the existing 
line being uprated was used, bare. 7- 
inch O.D., steel, well-casing pipe that 
had been installed with mechanical 
couplings in 1930 and 1931. The Gas 
Service Company was not in compliance 
with 49 CFR 192.457(b) in that there was 
no cathodic protection provided for this 
type of pipe throughout the system. The 
Board noted that corrosion holes could 
exist elsewhere in the system. 
Accordingly, on June 11 the Safety 
Board issued the following Class 11, 
Priority Action, recommendations to the 
Delta Natural Gas Company, Inc., of 
Winchester. Ky.: 

Determine the condition of other 
cathodically unprotected pipe which may be 
comparable to the failed pipe, and develop a 
schedule for system improvement based on 
the findings. (P-79-9) 

Develop written uprating procedures 
sufficient to comply with requirements of 49 
CFR Part 192, Subpart K, and related 
American Society of Mechanical Engineers 
guide material. (P-79-10) 

As a part of the uprating procedures, 
provide the project foreman with a written 
plan that will account for the specific 
elements and variables of each case before 
the commencement of any uprating project. 
(P-79-11) 

Train all personnel involved with uprating 
procedures to assure knowledge of applicable 
regulations and written company uprating 
procedures. (P-79-12) 

P-79-13 .—As a further result of its 
investigation of the London, Ky., 


pipeline accident, the Safety Board on 
June 11 issued the following Class 1, 
Urgent Action, recommendation to the 
American Gas Association: 

Advise member companies of the 
circumstances of this accident and urge them 
to review their actual operating practices for 
uprating pipelines to assure that they 
conform to established company procedure, 
related industry guidelines, and Federal 
regulations. (P-79-13) 

Responses to Safety Recommendations 

Aviation 

A-74-98 .—The Federal Aviation 
Administration on June 7 responded to 
the Safety Board's April 30 request for 
an updated status report on this 
recommendation, developed as a result 
of investigation of two fires that 
occurred in lavatory waste containers— 
one in a Boeing 727, the other in a 
Boeing 747. The recommendation called 
on FAA to require that automatic- 
discharge fire extinguishers be installed 
in lavatory waste paper containers on 
all transport aircraft. 

FAA reports that this 
recommendation is reflected under the 
Operations Review Program. Proposal 
410, final action on which is expected by 
the end of July 1979. The proposal 
provides for an optional fire 
extinguishing means for lavatory 
receptacles and is presently being 
considered under Operations Notice No. 
11 . 

A-77-48 .—FAA on June 7 provided an 
updated status report on action taken to 
implement this recommendation, issued 
following investigation of the crash of a 
twin engine airplane near Mt. Iliamna, 
Alaska. February 10,1977. The 
recommendation asked FAA to 
standardize word and phrase 
contractions contained in FAA 
publications and in interagency 
publications approved by FAA to assure 
that there are no authorized 
abbreviations with dual meanings, or 
different abbreviations with the same 
meanings, used for air traffic control, 
communications, or associated services. 

FAA refers to its response of August 
25,1977, which indicated agreement 
with this recommendation and reported 
that a study of the project to standardize 
word and phrase contractions contained 
in FAA publications was coordinated 
with user agencies and the International 
Civil Aviation Organization, with a 
tentative completion date of 18 months. 
FAA reports that this difficult project 
has not been completed, nor will it be 
before June 1980. To date, the following 
actions have been taken: 
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1. Formed an informal working group 
comprised of FAA. National Weather Service 
and Department of Defense personnel to 
study this problem and to monitor the future 
assignment of contractions. 

2. Incorporated into the United States Civil 
Notice to Airmen (NOTAM) System 
Handbook, 7930.2, instructions to NOT AM 
originators to use only those contractions 
contained in the Contractions Manual. 7340.1. 

3. Completed a study of contractions used 
by the Military. FAA. National Weather 
Service and the International Civil Aviation 
Organization. Where possible, differences 
will be eliminated. 

A-78-63 through 65 .—On June 7, FAA 
responded to the Safety Board’s May 1 
request for an amended status report on 
these recommendations, based on 
FAA’s response of last October 20 (43 
FR 53514, November 16.1978). These 
recommendations stemmed from a piper 
PA-31 Navajo Chieftain accident at 
Martinsville, Va., May 19,1978, and 
called for corrective action to ensure 
free operation of the elevator control 
system. FAA reports issuance of an 
Airworthiness Directive, 78-26-11, 
effective January 4. This AD requires 
compliance with Piper Service Bulletin 
621 dated October 13.1978, and the 
Piper PA-31-350 Navajo Chieftain 
Service Manual. 

A-79-7 and 8 .—On June 7 FAA 
responded to recommendations issued 
following investigation of the crash last 
August 30 of a Piper Model 31-350 on 
takeoff from Las Vegas, Nev. (See 44 FR 
17606, March 22.1979.) 

Recommendation A-79-7 called on 
FAA to issue an Airworthiness Directive 
to require: Immediate inspection of all 
Piper aircraft equipped with control stop 
bolt installations where extension of the 
stop bolt can limit control surface travel 
to determine if stop bolt position or jam 
nut torque has changed; readjustment of 
the stop bolt and retorquing of the jam 
nut as necessary; and modification of 
the stop bolt installation to include 
safety wire or some other positive 
nonfriction means of preventing rotation 
of the stop bolt during the application of 
vibratory loads. 

FAA reports that a telephonic 
Directed Safety Investigation (DSI) to 
inspect elevator stop bolts and elevator 
surface travel on PA-31 airplanes 
resulted in one report of a loose bolt, as 
a result of which finding an AD is being 
prepared. This will require a check of 
elevator travel, inspection of the 
condition of the stop bolts, and retorque 
of the stop bolt/lock nuts. FAA expects 
to issue this AD within the next 30 days. 
FAA says it does not now have 
sufficient evidence of unsatisfactory 
performance to justify a regulatory 
requirement to modify or redesign stop 


bolt/lock nut control surface stops on 
other makes and models of aircraft. 

FAA is conducting a review of service 
experience at its Maintenance Analysis 
Center. If a problem is indicated, a DSI 
to inspect ail aircraft equipped with stop 
bolt/lock nuts will be accomplished. If 
any deficiencies are found, AD’s will be 
considered. FAA expects to complete 
the Maintenance Analysis Center 
review by July 15,1979. 

Recommendation A-79-8 called for 
issuance of a maintenance bulletin to 
alert general aviation inspectors to 
loosened or misadjusted control stop 
bolts on general aviation aircraft; also, 
stops on various models of aircraft 
should be spot checked to ensure that 
control stop bolts are positively secured 
and that vibratory loads will not result 
in a change in the range of travel of any 
control surface. In response, FAA will 
issue a maintenance bulletin in June 
1979 to alert field inspectors to the 
possibility of loose or misadjusted flight 
control stop bolts on aircraft which fall 
within their responsibilities. An 
Airworthiness Alert, Advisory Circular 
No. 43-16. advising owners, operators, 
and mechanics to check control surface 
travel and the condition of control 
surface stops has been prepared for the 
June 1979 issue. 

Highway 

H-79-27 and 28 .—The National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration 
on June 5 responded to 
recommendations issued following 
investigation of the accident last August 
22 involving an ambulance which 
overturned while traveling at a high rate 
of speed near Littleton, N.H. The 
recommendations called for extension of 
the application of certain Federal Motor 
Vehicle Safety Standards to include 
ambulances and other emergency 
vehicles. (See 44 FR 30179. May 24, 

1979.) NHTSA reports its intention to 
work toward improving the caliber of 
ambulance drivers through better 
licensing programs and through 
increased attention to their training in 
rules-of-the-road observance. NHTSA 
will continue efforts to improve 
guidelines to the States and 
communities respecting safe vehicle 
operation and the licensing and 
regulation of ambulance drivers. 

H-79-29 .—Also in conjunction with 
the Littleton accident investigation, the 
Safety Board issued this 
recommendation to the General Services 
Administration: Add to the Federal 
Specification KKK-A-1822 of January 2, 
1974, Ambulances Approved by Federal 
Supply Services, performance-type 
requirements in the following areas: (1) 


Maintenance of the manufacuturer’s 
vehicle handling characteristics during 
modification procedures, (2) loading 
instructions to guide users so as not to 
change vehicle handling characteristics, 

(3) body structural integrity, (4) 
anchorages for all equipment installed, 
and (5) occupant protection. (See 44 FR 
30179, May 24,1979.) 

In its response of June 11, the GSA 
reports that it is presently engaged in a 
major revision of Federal Specification 
KKK-A-1822 and believes that the intent 
of the Safety Board’s recommendation 
will be covered in the revised document 
to a practical extent. The voluntary 
standards of the Ambulance 
Manufactuer’s Division (AMD) of the 
Truck Body and Equipment Association 
were developed at GSA’s request and 
will be incorporated by reference. GSA 
also reports that actions on the five 
points covered by the recommendation 
are: 

(1) Completed vehicles will be required to 
meet chassis manufacturer ratings and 
limitations on gross vehicle weight, gross 
axle weight, lateral weight variation and 
center of gravity positioning. 

(2) The ambulance manufacturer will be 
required to furnish a reference handbook 
with each vehicle, a hard cover, looseleaf 
binder, which will cover operating 
instructions, including loading. 

(3) AMD Standard 001, Static Load Test for 
Ambulance Body Structure, and AMD 
Standard 002, Door locks and Hardware, will 
be incorporated by reference in the 
specification. 

(4) AMD Standard 003. Oxygen Tank 
Retention System, and AMD Standard 004. 
Litter Retention System, will be incorporated 
by reference in the specification. A cabinet 
retention test was considered and later 
deleted since this has not been a problem on 
ambulances covered by Federal Specification 
KKK-A-1822. 

(5) Seating positions in the patient 
compartment have seat belts, padding on 
head area obstructions and large radii on 
other exposed comers. 

The GSA, in conjunction with 
NHTSA, plans to require that 
ambulance manufacturers selling 
vehicles under Federal Specification 
KKK-A-1822 demonstrate compliance 
with the referenced tests and agrees to 
certify each model before being given 
permission to use the NHTSA-registered 
“Star of Life” symbol. GSA believes that 
this program will increase the safety and 
effectiveness of vehicles purchased 
under the specification. GSA states that 
if NHTSA should develop safety 
standards applicable to all ambulances, 
GSA will incorporate them in its 
requirements. 

Note. —Single copies of the Safety Board’s 
accident reports are available without 
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charge, as long as limited supplies last. 
Copies of the recommendation letters issued 
by the Board, response letters and related 
correspondence are also available free of 
charge. All requests for copies must be in 
writing, identified by report or 
recommendation number. Address inquiries 
to: Public Inquiries Section, National 
Transporation Safety Board, Washinton, D.C. 
20594. 

Multiple copies of accident reports may be 
purchased by mail from the National 
Technical information Service, U.S. 
Department of Commerce. Springfield, Va. 
22151. 

(Secs. 304(a)(2) and 307 of the Independent 
Safety Board Act of 1974 (Pub. L 93-633. 88 
Stat. 2109, 2172 (49 U.S.C. 1903.1906))) 
Margaret L. Fisher, 

Federal Register Liaison Officer 
June 18,1979. 

(TO Doc. 79-19377 Filed 6-30-79; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 4910-58-M 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 

Agency Forms Under Review 

Background 

When executive departments and 
agencies propose public use forms, 
reporting, or recordkeeping 
requirements, the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) reviews and acts on 
those requirements under the Federal 
Reports Act (44 USC, Chapter 35). 
Departments and agencies use a number 
of techniques including public hearings 
to consult with the public on significant 
reporting requirements before seeking 
OMB approval. OMB in carrying out its 
responsibility under the Act also 
considers comments on the forms and 
recordkeeping requirements that will 
affect the public. 

List of Forms Under Review 

Every Monday and Thursday OMB 
publishes a list of the agency forms 
received for review since the last list 
was published. The list has all the 
entries for one agency together and 
grouped into new forms, revisions, or 
extensions. Each entry contains the 
following information: 

The name and telephone number of the 
agency clearance officer: 

The office of the agency issuing this form: 

The title of the form; 

The agency form number, if applicable; 

How often the form must be filled out; 

Who will be required or asked to report: 

An estimate of the number of forms that 
will be filled out: 

An estimate of the total number of hours 
needed to fill out the form: and 

The name and telephone number of the 
person or office responsible for OMB review. 


Reporting on recordkeeping 
requirements that appear to raise no 
significant issues are approved 
promptly. In addition, most repetitive 
reporting requirements or forms that 
require one half hour or less to complete 
and a total of 20,000 hours oidess 
annually will be approved ten business 
days after this notice is published unless 
specific issues are raised; such forms are 
identified in the list by an asterisk (*). 

Comments and Questions 

Copies of the proposed forms and 
supporting documents may be obtained 
from the agency clearance officer whose 
name and telephone number appear 
under the agency name. Comments and 
questions about the items on this list 
should be directed to the OMB reviewer 
or office listed at the end of each entry. 

If you anticipate commenting on a 
form but find that time to prepare will 
prevent you from submitting comments 
promptly, you should advise the 
reviewer of your intent as early as 
possible. 

The timing and format of this notice 
have been changed to make the 
publication of the notice predictable and 
to give a clearer explanation of this 
process to the public. If you have 
comments and suggestions for further 
improvements to this notice, please send 
them to Stanley F. Morris, Deputy 
Associate Director for Regulatory Policy 
and Reports Management, Office of 
Management and Budget. 726 Jackson 
Place. Northwest. Washington, D.C. 
20503. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agency Clearance Officer—Donald W. 
Barrowman—447-6202 

Revisions 

Food and Nutrition Service 
Regs: Foodservice Equipment 
Assistance Program 
On occasion 

State agencies and school food 
authorities, 4,912 responses, 8.848 
hours 

Charles A. Filett, 395-5080 
Rural Electrification Administration 
Report of Compliance and Participation 
(Title VI, Civil Rights Act of 1964) 

REA 268 
Annually 

REA electric and telephone borrowers, 
1,850 responses, 1,233 hours 
Charles A. Filett, 395-5080 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Agency Clearance Officer—Edward 
Michaels—377-4217 

Revisions 

Bureau of the Census 

‘Advance Monthly Retail Trade Report 

B-104, B-104E, B-105 

Monthly 

Retail business firms, 34,200 responses. 
2.850 hours 

Richard Sheppard, 395-3211 
Bureau of the Census 
Manufacturers’ Shipments, Inventories, 
and Orders 
M3, M3 (MD) 

Monthly 

Manufacturing companies, 64,320 
responses, 22,040 hours 
Office of Federal Statistical Policy and 
Standard, 673-7974 

Economic Development Administration 
Data Collection forms for the Micro- 
Economic Evaluation of the Local 
Public Works Program, ED-447-Q 
Single time 

Local govenment and business officials, 
3.000 responses, 1,000 hours 
Richard Sheppard, 395-3211 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Agency Clearance Officer—John V. 
Wenderoth—697-1195 

New Forms 

Departmental and Other 
Concomitants of Attrition Among Ready 
Reservists Study 
Single time 

NPS reservists in selected companies, 
500 responses. 500 hours 
David P. Caywood, 395-6140 

DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 

Agency Clearance Officer—John 
Cross—252—5214 

New Forms 

Monthly Electric Utility Generation and 
Fuel 

ERA-160 (FEMLY FPC-23B) 

Monthly 

Electric utilities, 2,940 responses, 26.460 
hours 

Jefferson B. Hill, 395-5867 
Weekly Report of Cost and Quality of 
Oil 

EIA-193 

Weekly 

Electric plants that use oil in PAD 1, 804 
responses. 804 hours 
Jefferson B. Hill. 395-5867 
Report of Underground Natural Gas 
Storage 
EIA-191 

Other (see SF-83) 
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Storage companies. 656 responses. 2.624 
hours 

Jefferson B. Hill. 395-5867 
Revisions 

Prime Supplier’s Monthly Report 

ElA-25 

Monthly 

Prime suppliers of petroleum products. 

3.600 responses, 4,680 hours 
Jefferson B. Hill. 395-5867 

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND 
WELFARE 

Agency Clearance Officer—Peter 
Gness—245—7488 

New Forms 

National Institutes of Health 
National Dental Caries Prevalence 
Survey 
NIH 1311 
Single time 

Probability sample of children grades K- 
12; 40.000 responses. 4,000 hours 
Office of Federal Statistical Policy and 
Standard, 673-7974 
National Institutes of Health 
Contraceptive Decision-Making in 
Adolescent Couples 
Single time 

No description from the agency 
Office of Federal Statistical Policy and 
Standard. 673-7974 
Office of the Secretary 
Evaluation of NIDA 1979 Drug Abuse 
Prevention TV Spots and Print Ad 
OS-14-79 
Single time 

Women 18-24—Youth 12-14. 3,400 
responses. 850 hours 
Richard Eisinger, 395-3214 
Social Security Administration 
Survey by Mail of Living Arrangements 
of SSI Recipients 
SSA-4654 
Single time 

Noninstitutionalized adults receiving 
Federal SSI payments, 9.700 
responses. 808 hours 
Office of Federal Statistical Policy and 
Standard, 673-7974 

Revisions 

Alcohol. Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration 

Study of Drug Treatment in Prison 
Single time 

State government employees, 184 
responses. 80 hours 
Office of Federal Statistical Policy and 
Standard, 673-7974 
National Institutes of Health 
‘Recognition Process for Regional 
Associations of Blood Service Units 
On occasion 


Blood service units, 405 responses, 73 
hours 

Richard Eisinger, 395-3214 
Office of Human Development 
Program Performance Effort for Title III 
of the Older Americans Act 
OS-9-75 
Quarterly 

State agency on aging, 228 responses. 
5.335 hours 

Budget Review Division. 395-4775 
Extensions 

Food and Drug Administration 
Electronic Product and Radiation Report 
Title 42, Part 78, Subpart H, Control of 
Electronic Product Radiation 
On occasion 

Electronic product manufacturers and 
assemblers, 925 responses, 75.850 
hours 

Richard Eisinger. 395-3214 
Office of Human Development 
* AFDC WIN Grant Reductions and 
Certifications Report 
HDS-WIN-117, Parts A & E 
Weekly 

State WIN program SAU and IMU 
offices, 6.600 responses, 1,650 hours 
Barbara F. Young, 395-6132 

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Agency Clearance Officer—John T. 
Murphy—755-5190 

New Forms 

Housing Production and Mortgage 
Credit 

Approval and Start Up of Project-Based 
Budgeting and ADP Systems in PHUIP 
Single time 

67 public housing agencies in PHUIP, 67 
responses, 1,340 hours 
Arnold Strasser, 395-5080 

Revisions 

Community Planning and Development 
‘Request for Verification of Employment 
HUD-6233 
On occasion 

Applicants for section 312 rehabilitation 
loans, 11.000 responses. 5.500 hours 
Arnold Strasser, 395-5080 
Policy Development and Research 
‘Public Housing Urban Initiatives 
Program (PHUIP) Reporting and 
Monitoring System 
HUD 441. 442, 661, and 662 
Quarterly 

67 public housing agencies in PHUIP, 670 
responses. 335 hours 
Arnold Strasser, 395-5080 

Extensions 

Community Planning and Development 


‘Request for Verification of Mortgage or 
Deed of Trust 
HUD-6239 
On occasion 

Applicants for section 312 rehabilitation 
loans. 11,000 responses. 2,750 hours 
Arnold Strasser, 395-5080 
Housing Management 
Actual Modernization Cost Certification 
HUD-53001 
On occasion 

Public housing agencies, 300 responses. 
300 hours 

Arnold Strasser, 395-5080 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Agency Clearance Officer—Bruce H. 
Allen—426-1887 

New Forms 

Federal Aviation Administration 
Vicon Program Evaluation 
FAA Form NA 7233-12 
Single time 

Pilots. 1,144 responses. 227 hours 
Susan B. Geiger, 395-5867 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

Agency Clearance Officer—John J. 
Stanton—245-3064 

New forms 

Survey of economic Impact of 
Hazardous waste Regulations 
Single time 

Industrial plants in 15 selected 
industries. 700 Responses, 3,500 hours 
Edward H. Clarke. 395-5867 

Revisions 

‘Pesticides report for Pesticide- 
Producing Establishments 
EPA 3540-16 
Annually 

No Description from the agency, 10.000 
responses, 5,000 hours 
Edward H. Clarke, 395-5867 

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT 

Agency Clearance Officer—John P. 
Weld-^632-7737 

New Forms 

‘Application and Notice of Action 
Regarding Inspection or Copies of 
Public Financial Discolsure Forms SF 
278 and SF 278A 
OPM 1401 
On occasion 

Individuals. 5.000 responses. 250 hours 
Marsha D. Traynham, 395-6140 
Initial Certification of Full-Time School 
Attendance 
BRI 49-224.1 
Single time 

School officials for child survivor 
annuitants. 7.000 responses, 2,333 
hours 
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Marsha D. Traynham, 395-6140 
Revisions 

Presidential Management Intern 
Program Application 
Materials package 

OPM 1353 (includes OPM 1300,1300A. 

and 1301) 

Annually 

Graduate students and deans. 2,200 
responses. 1.550 hours 
Marsha D. Traynham. 395-6140 
Stanley E. Morris. 

Deputy Associate Director for Regulatory 
Policy and Reports Management 

(FR Doc. 79-19420 Filed 6-20-79; 6:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 3110-01-M 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Release No. 1591; File No. SR-Amex-77-S] 

American Stock Exchange, Inc.; Order 
Approving Certain Proposed Rule 
Changes 

June 13.1979. 

On March 29,1977, the American 
Stock Exchange, Inc. (the “Amex”) filed 
with the Commission, pursuant to 
Section 19(b) of the Securities Exchange 
Act of 1934 (the ••Act”), 15 U.S.C. 78s(b). 
and Rule 19b-4 thereunder, 17 CFR 
240.19b-4, proposed rule changes to 
amend its Constitution, rules, and 
policies relating to membership and 
association with members. The Amex 
stated that the proposed rule changes 
were designed, in general, “to liberalize 
[it rules] in light of the 1975 
Amendments . . . and to eliminate 
certain regulatory constraints on the 
capital-raising efforts of member 
organizations.” Notice of the proposed 
rule changes, as amended, 1 together 
with the terms of substance, was given 
in Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
13514 (May 6,1977). 2 Interested persons 
were invited to submit written data, 
views, and arguments by June 8,1977. 
The Commission has not received any 
comments concerning the proposed rule 
changes. 

On December 14,1977, the 
Commission approved certain of the 
proposed rule changes contained in File 
No. SR-Amex-77-5. It determined, 
however, at that time to defer action on 
the balance of the rule proposals contain 
in the filing, pending further review of 


1 On April 29.1977. the Amex filed an amendment 
to File No. SR-Amex-77-5 to expand the description 
of the purpose and basis of the proposed rule 
changes and any burden on competition imposed by 
them. 

* Notice of the proposed rule changes was 
published in the Federal Register at 42 FR 25550 
(May 18.1977). 


those changes pursuant to Section 
19(b)(2) of the Act. 3 On January 26, 
August 8, and September 8.1978, the 
Amex submitted minor amendments to 
two of the proposed rule changes on 
which the Commission had deferred 
action. 

The Commission has reviewed the 
rule proposals still outstanding under 
File No. SR-Amex-77-5. and has 
determined to approved certain of those 
proposed rule changes while reserving 
further action on the balance of the rule 
proposals. The changes set forth in File 
No. SR-Amex-77-5 which the 
Commission today is approving are: (i) 
revisions of the Amex Constitution 
definition of, and requirements for 
admission as, an “allied member” 
(Amex Const. Article I. Section 3(c); 
Article IV, Section 1(c)); (ii) a definition 
of the term “control” for purposes of the 
Amex Constitution and rules (Amex 
Rules Definition paragraph 13); (iii) an 
Amex provision governing association 
of members, member organizations and 
their associated persons (deletion of old 
Rule 342 in its entirety and addition of 
new Rule 342 (a), (b), (d), (e), and (f) and 
Commentary). 4 

The rules which today are being 
approved relax in certain respects 
existing Amex requirements governing 
admission to membership on the Amex 
and the association of Amex members 
and their employees with other 
organizations. 5 * The principal rule 
changes being approved are revisions to 
Amex Rule 342 which would ease 
restriction^on the ability of persons 
associated with an Amex member or 
member organization to establish or 
maintain other business affiliations.® 
Thus, the Amex proposes to allow 
members, allied members, and 
employees of member organizations. 


•Securities Exchange Act Release No. 14272 
(December 14.1977). 42 FR 63969 (December 21. 
1977). 

4 interested persons are advised that the 
Commission is deferring action on proposed Rule 
342(c) governing the association of members with 
non-member broker-dealers. 

•In its December 1977 Release approving certain 
proposed rule changes contained in File No. SR- 
Amex-77-5. note 3 supra, the Commission noted 
that the rule proposals contained in that filing 
responded, in part, to the Commission‘8 notice to 
the Amex. pursuant to Section 31(b) of the 
Securities Acts Amendments of 1975. Pub. L. No. 94- 
29 (June 4.1975) (the “1975 Amendments") of rules 
which appeared not to be consistent with the Act as 
amended. See Securities Exchange Act Release No. 
13027 (December 1.1978). 41 FR 53557 (December 7. 

1976) ; Securities Exchange Act Release No. 12157 
(March 2.1978), 41 FR 10662 (March 12.1976). 

•Revisions of Amex Rule 342 proposed by the 
Amex are similar to New York Stock Exchange. Inc., 
revisions of NYSE Rule 346. which were approved 
in 1977 by the Commission. See Pile No. SR-NYSE- 
77-11 and Securities Exchange Act Release No. 

14220 (December 1,1977). 42 FR 62237 (December 9. 

1977) . 


with the consent of their member 
organizations, to be engaged in other 
businesses or to have ownership 
interests in securities-related 
businesses. 7 * In addition, employees of 
member organizations would be 
permitted to work part-time, although 
supervisory personnel would, absent 
Amex approval to do otherwise, be 
expected to devote “full time” during 
business hours to the business of their 
members or member organizations.® 

The Commission finds that the 
proposed rule changes identified above 9 
which are set forth in File No. SR- 
Amex-77-5 are consistent with the 
requirements of the Act applicable to 
national securities exchanges, and 
particularly Section 6 thereof. 10 The 
other proposed rule changes contained 
in File No. SR-Amex-77-5 which have 
not been approved, however, appear to 
raise questions concerning their 
consistency with the Act, and it appears 
appropriate to defer further action on 
those rule changes at this time. 

It is therefore ordered, pursuant to 
Section 19(b)(2) of the Act, that the 
proposed amendments to Amex Const. 
Article I, Sec. 3(c), Article IV. Sec. 1(c), 
Rules Definitions paragraph 13. and Rule 
342 (with the exception of proposed 
paragraph (c) thereof), be, and they 
hereby are, approved. 


’Proposed Amex Rule 342(b). Members, allied 

members and employees would not. however, need 

to obtain the member organization's consent to own 

non-controlling interests in publicly-owned, 

securities-related organizations. Id. 

•Proposed Amex Rule 342(a). Under proposed 

Amex Rules 342(a) and 342.20. the Amex may grant 
permission to an associated person to devote less 

than “full time" to the business of his member or 
member organization if that permission "will not 
Impair the protection of Investors or the public 
interesL" The full-time requirement for supervisory 
employees should not be used as a barrier to the 
employment of. for example, married women, single 
parents and certain handicapped persons, whose 
family responsibilities or health problems may 
preclude full-time employment. Accordingly, the 
Amex is expected to exercise its exemptive 
authority In an appropriately flexible manner where 
the member's overall supervisory efforts will not be 
Impaired. 

9 See text accompanying n. 4 supra. 

‘•Many of the rules amended in File No. SR- 
Amex-77-5 were, as previously noted, identified by 
the Commission, under Section 31(b) of the 1975 
Amendments, as rules which might not be 
consistent with the Act. as amended. See n. 5 supra. 
Approval by the Commission of changes proposed 
in the subject filing to any rule thus identified is not 
to be construed as a statement by the Commission 
that the rule, as amended, has been brought into full 
compliance with the Act. That rule, as amended, 
still remains subject to the Commission's review 
pursuant to Section 31(b) of the 1975 Amendments. 

On August 8,1978. the Amex consented to an 
indefinite extension of time, until further notice, 
w'ithin which the Commission is required to act 
pursuant to Section 19(b)(2) of the Act on the rule 
changes still outstanding under File No. SR-Amex- 
77-5. 
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For the Commission by the Division of 
Market Regulation, pursuant to delegated 
authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19291 Filed 6-20-78; 6:45 ere] 

BILLING CODE S010-01-M 


I Rel. No. 10733; 812-44261 

Centennial Capital Cash Management 
Trust; Filing ot Application Pursuant to 
Section 6(c) of the Act for an Order of 
Exemption From Rules 2a-4 and 22c-1 
Thereunder 

June 13.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that Centennial 
CapitaJ Cash Management Trust 
("Applicant”), One New York Plaza, 
New York, New York 10004, a no-load, 
open-end diversified management 
investment company registered under 
the Investment Company Act of 1940 
(the "Act”), has filed an application on 
January 29,1979, and amendments 
thereto on April 25,1979, and June 1. 
1979, pursuant to Section 6(c) of the Act 
for an order of the Commission 
exempting Applicant from the 
provisions of Rules 2a-4 and 22c-l 
thereunder to the extent necessary to 
permit Applicant to compute its price 
per share for the purposes of sales and 
redemptions of its shares to the nearest 
one cent on a share value of one dollar. 
In all other respects, portfolio securities 
held by the Applicant will be valued in 
accordance with the views set forth in 
Investment Company Act Release No. 
9786 (May 3,1977) ("IC-9786”). All 
interested persons are referred to the 
application on file with the Commission 
for a statement of the representations 
contained therein, which are 
summarized below. 

Applicant states that it is a "money 
market” fund whose investment 
objective is seeking the best obtainable 
yields on "money market” securities 
consistent with low capital risks. The 
application states that its portfolio may 
be invested, as a matter of fundamental 
investment policy, only in U.S. 
Government and agency obligations, 
bank obligations and instruments 
secured thereby, commercial paper and 
certain debt obligations, and certain 
other obligations meeting specified tests, 
maturing in one year or less. 

Applicant states that it values its 
portfolio in accordance with the views 
set forth in IC-9786, in that it will value 
debt securities with greater than 60 days 
remaining to maturity based upon 
current market quotations if readily 
available, in such manner as to take into 
account any unrealized appreciation or 


depreciation due to changes in interest 
rates and other factors which would 
influence the current fair values of such 
securities. For debt securities originally 
purchased with remaining maturities of 
60 days or less, the Applicant will use 
amortized cost valuation to value these 
securities provided that such valuation 
is determined to be appropriate by the 
Trustees of Applicant and that such 
amortization is based upon the market 
or fair value of the securities on the 61st 
day prior to maturity. Applicant asserts 
that because of the short maturities of 
its portfolio, its net asset per share has 
remained constant at $1.00 per share. 
Applicant states that it expects that as a 
result of rounding the net asset value per 
share to the nearest $0.01 on a $1.00 
price, Applicant's price per share for the 
purpose of sales and redemption should 
remain at $1.00; however, this might not 
be the case in the absence of such 
rounding if future investment 
considerations should dictate an 
increase in the average life of its 
portfolio. 

Applicant represents that its 
shareholders use its shares for 
investment of cash reserves or 
temporary cash balances. Applicant 
states that the maintenance of a 
constant net asset value per share is a 
crucial factor in the purchase and 
holding of Applicant’s shares. Applicant 
asserts that by meeting the conditions 
set forth below and by valuing its shares 
to the nearest one cent on a share value 
of one dollar, it can maintain a constant 
value for its shareholders along with full 
liquidity and a satisfactory yield. In 
addition. Applicant states that its 
adherence to the conditions set forth 
below will substantially reduce the 
likelihood of significant variation from a 
constant share price and the likelihood 
of any dilution of the assets and returns 
of Incoming or outgoing shareholders. 

Rule 22c-l adopted under the Act 
provides, in part, that no registered 
investment company issuing any 
redeemable security shall sell, redeem 
or repurchase any security except at a 
price based on the current net asset 
value of such security which is next 
computed after receipt of a tender of 
such security for redemption or of an 
order to purchase or sell such security. 
Rule 2a-4 adopted under the Act 
provides, as here relevant, that the 
"current net asset value” of a 
redeemable security issued by a 
registered investment company used in 
computing its price for the purposes of 
distribution and redemption shall be 
determined with reference to current 
market value for portfolio securities 
with respect to which market quotations 


are readily available and for other 
securities and assets fair value as 
determined in good faith by the board of 
directors of the registered company. In 
109786 the Commission issued an 
interpretation of Rule 2a-4 expressing 
its view that it was inconsistent with 
Rule 2a-4 for certain money market 
funds to "round off calculations of their 
net asset value per share to the nearest 
one cent on a share value of $1.00. 
because such a calculation might have 
the effect of masking the impact of 
changing values of portfolio securities 
and therefore might not "reflect” its 
portfolio valuation as required by Rule 
2a-4. 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
part, that the Commission may. upon 
application, exempt any person, security 
or transaction or any class or classes of 
persons, securities or transactions, from 
any provision or provisions of the Act 
and rules thereunder, if and to the 
extent that such exemption is necessary 
or appropriate in the public interest and 
consistent with the protection of 
investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. 

Applicant submits that the issuance of 
the requested order is necessary and 
appropriate in the public interest and 
consistent with the protection of 
investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. Applicant states that 
shareholders who purchased its shares 
with the expectation of receiving 
maximum current income consistent 
with stability of principal would be 
unfairly treated should there be a 
deviation below $1.00 per share, 
because redeeming shareholders could 
lose not only all or part of the dividend 
income which they have earned but 
even part of their principal, particularly 
if a redemption takes place relatively 
soon after a purchase. Applicant 
represents that, to the extent necessary, 
the Applicant’s Trustees will consider 
the advisability of temporarily 
suspending the payment of dividends, or 
making a capital gains distribution (if 
and to the extent that capital gains have 
not been reflected in prior dividends) to 
maintain a $1.00 price per share, if the 
net asset value per share declines to 
value below $0,997 or rises to a value 
above $1,003, respectively. Applicant 
states that in order to attempt to assure 
the stability of its net asset value per 
share it will also adhere to the following 
conditions: 

1. Applicant’s Trustees, in supervising 
Applicant’s operations and delegating 
special responsibilities involving 
portfolio management to Applicant’s 
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investment adviser, undertake—as a 
particular responsibility within their 
overall duty of care owed to Applicant’s 
shareholders—to assure to the extent 
reasonably practicable, taking into 
account current market conditions 
affecting Applicant’s investment 
objectives, that Applicant's price per 
share as computed for the purpose of 
distribution, redemption and repurchase, 
rounded to the nearest one cent, will not 
deviate from one dollar. 

2. Applicant will maintain a dollar- 
weighted average portfolio maturity 
appropriate to its objective of 
maintaining a stable price per share. 
Applicant will not purchase a portfolio 
security unless it matures in twelve 
months or less from the date of 
purchase, or is subject to a repurchase 
agreement so maturing or has been 
called for redemption within twelve 
months, where the Applicant’s 
investment adviser has determined that 
the risk that such redemption will not 
take place is minimal; nor will it 
maintain a dollar-weighted average 
portfolio maturity in excess of 120 days. 

3. Applicant will invest only in 
obligations issued or guaranteed by the 
U.S. Government or its agencies; bank 
time deposits, certificates of deposit, 
bankers acceptances and other bank 
obligations: high-grade commercial 
paper and other debt obligations rated 
Prime-1 by Moody’s Investors Service. 
Inc., or A-l by Standard 8t Poor’s 
Corporation, or issued by companies 
having an outstanding debt issue rated 
at least As by Moody’s Investors 
Service, Inc., or at least AA by Standard 
& Poor’s Corporation; other obligations 
accompanied by a guarantee of principal 
and interest issued by a bank or 
corporation whose certificates of 
deposit or commercial paper may 
otherwise be purchased; and repurchase 
agreements for the obligations of the 
types listed above. Investments in bank 
time deposits, certificates of deposit, 
bankers acceptances, and other bank 
obligations are limited to domestic 
banks or savings and loan associations 
subject to regulation by the U.S. 
Government having in excess of 
$1,000,000 in total assets. Investments in 
repurchase agreements will be limited to 
transactions with a financial institution 
believed by Applicant’s investment 
adviser to prevent minimal credit risks. 

Notice is further given that any 
interested person may. not later than 
July 9.1979, at 5:30 p.m., submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his 
interest, the reason for such request, and 
the issues, if any. of fact or law 


proposed to be controverted, or he may 
request that he be notified if the 
Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington. D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicant(s) at the 
address(es) stated above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit, or in case of any 
attomey-at-law, by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the 
request. As provided by Rule 0-5 of the 
Rules and Regulations promulgated 
under the Act, an order disposing of the 
application will be issued as of course 
following said date unless the 
Commission thereafter orders a hearing 
upon request or upon the Commission’s 
own motion. Persons who request a 
hearing, or advice as to whether a 
hearing is ordered, will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements 
thereof. 

For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 79-19292 Filed ft-20-79; ft 45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8010-01-41 


IRel. No. 10734; 812-44251 

Oppenheimer Monetary Bridge, Inc^ 
Filing of Application Pursuant to 
Section 6(c) of the Act for an Order of 
Exemption From Rules 2a-4 and 22c-1 
Thereunder 

June 13.1979. 

Notice is hereby given that 
Oppenheimer Monetary Bridge, Inc. 
(“Applicant”), One New York Plaza, 
New York, New York 10004, a no-load, 
open-end diversified management 
investment company registered under 
the Investment Company Act of 1940 
(the “Act"), has filed an application on 
January 29,1979, and amendments 
thereto on April 23.1979, and June 1, 
1979, pursuant to Section 6{c) of the Act 
for an order of the Commission 
exempting Applicant from the 
provisions of Rules 2a-4 and 22c-l 
thereunder to the extent necessary to 
permit Applicant to compute its price 
per share for the purposes of sales and 
redemptions of its shares to the nearest 
one cent on a share value of one dollar. 
In all other respects, portfolio securities 
held by the Applicant will be valued in 
accordance with the views set forth in 
Investment Company Act Release No. 


9786 (May 3.1977) (“IC-9786"). Ail 
interested persons are referred to the 
application on file with the Commission 
for a statement of the representations 
contained therein, which are 
summarized below. 

Applicant states that it is a “money 
market” fund whose investment 
objective is seeking the maximum 
current income that is consistent with 
stability of principal. The application 
states that its portfolio may be invested, 
as a matter of fundamental investment 
policy, only in bank or corporate debt 
obligations, commercial paper. U.S. 
Treasury bills and other short-term 
instruments issued by the U.S. 
Government or its agencies, maturing in 
or called for redemption in one year or 
less. 

Applicant states that it values its 
portfolio in accordance with the views 
set forth in IC-9786. in that it will value 
debt securities with greater than 60 days 
remaining to maturity based upon 
current market quotations if readily 
available, in such manner as to take into 
account any unrealized appreciation or 
depreciation due to changes in interest 
rates and other factors which would 
influence the current fair values of such 
securities. For debt securities originally 
purchased with remaining maturities of 
60 days or less, the Applicant will use 
amortized cost valuation to value these 
securities provided that such valuation 
is determined to be appropriate by the 
Board of Directors of Applicant and that 
such amortization is based upon the 
market or fair value of the securities on 
the 61st day prior to maturity. Applicant 
asserts that because of the short 
maturities of its portfolio, its net asset 
per share has remained constant at $1.00 
per share (as adjusted for a stock split 
effective July 31,1975). Applicant states 
that it expects that as a result of 
rounding the net asset value per share to 
the nearest $0.01 on a $1.00 price, 
Applicant’s price per share for the 
purpose of sales and redemption should 
remain at $1.00: however, this might not 
be the case in the absence of such 
rounding if future investment 
considerations should dictate an 
increase in the average life of its 
portfolio. 

Applicant represents that its 
shareholders use its shares for 
investment of cash reserves or 
temporary cash balances. Applicant 
states that the maintenance of a 
constant net asset value per share is a 
crucial factor in the purchase and 
holding of Applicant’s shares. Applicant 
asserts that by meeting the conditions 
set forth below and by valuing its shares 
to the nearest one cent on a share value 
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of one dollar, it can maintain a constant 
value for its shareholders along with full 
liquidity and a satisfactory yield. In 
addition. Applicant states that its 
adherence to the conditions set forth 
below will substantially reduce the 
likelihood of significant variation from a 
constant share price and the likelihood 
of any dilution of the assets and returns 
of incoming or outgoing shareholders. 

Rule 22c-l adopted under the Act 
provides, in part, that no registered 
investment company issuing any 
redeemable security shall sell, redeem 
or repurchase any security except at a 
price based on the current net asset 
value of such security which is next 
computed after receipt of a tender of 
such security for redemption or of an 
order to purchase or sell such security. 
Rule 2a-4 adopted under the Act 
provides, as here relevant, that the 
“current net asset value” of a 
redeemable security issued by a 
registered investment company used in 
computing its price for the purposes of 
distribution and redemption shall be 
determined with reference to current 
market value for portfolio securities 
with respect to which market quotations 
are readily available and for other 
securities and assets fair value as 
determined in good faith by the board of 
directors of the registered company, in 
1C-9786 the Commission issued an 
interpretation of Rule 2a-4 expressing 
its view that it was inconsistent with 
Rule 2a-4 for certain money market 
funds to “round off" calculations of their 
net asset value per share to the nearest 
one cent on a share value of $1.00, 
because such a calculation might have 
the effect of masking the impact of 
changing values of portfolio securities 
and therefore might not “reflect’' its 
portfolio valuation as required by Rule 
2a-4. 

Section 6(c) of the Act provides, in 
part, that the Commission may, upon 
application, exempt any person, security 
or transaction or any class or classes of 
persons, securities or transactions, from 
any provision of provisions of the Act 
and rules thereunder, if and to the 
extent that such exemption is necessary 
or appropriate in the public interest and 
consistent with the protection of 
investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. 

Applicant submits that the issuance of 
the requested order is necessary and 
appropriate in the public interest and 
consistent with the protection of 
investors and the purposes fairly 
intended by the policy and provisions of 
the Act. Applicant states that 
shareholders who purchased its shares 


with the expectation of receiving 
maximum current income consistent 
with stability of principal would be 
unfairly treated should there be a 
deviation below $1.00 per share, 
because redeeming shareholders could 
lose not only all or part of the dividend 
income which they have earned but 
even part of their principal, particularly 
if a redemption takes place relatively 
soon after a purchase. Applicant 
represents that, to the extent necessary, 
the Applicant’s Board of Directors will 
consider the advisability of temporarily 
suspending the payment of dividends, or 
making a capital gains distribution (if 
and to the extent that capital gains have 
not been reflected in prior dividends) to 
maintain a $1.00 price per share, if the 
net asset value per share declines to a 
value below $0,997 or rises to a value 
above $1,003, respectively. Applicant 
states that in order to attempt to assure 
the stability of its net asset value per 
share it will also adhere to the following 
conditions: 

1. Applicant’s Board of Directors, in 
supervising Applicant’s operations and 
delegating special responsibilities 
involving portfolio management to 
Applicant's investment adviser, 
undertake—as a particular 
responsibility within their overall duty 
of care owed to Applicant’s 
shareholders—to assure to the extent 
reasonably practicable, taking into 
account current market conditions 
affecting Applicant’s investment 
objectives, that Applicant’s price per 
share as computed for the purpose of 
distribution, redemption and repurchase, 
rounded to the nearest one cent, will not 
deviate from one dollar. 

2. Applicant will maintain a dollar- 
weighted average portfolio maturity 
appropriate to its objective of 
maintaining a stable price per share. 
Applicant will not purchase a portfolio 
security unless it matures in one year or 
less, or is subject to a repurchase 
agreement, the delivery under which 
does not exceed one year, or has been 
called for redemption within one year, 
where the Applicant’s investment 
adviser has determined that the risk that 
such redemption will not take place is 
minimal; nor will it maintain a dollar- 
weighted average portfolio maturity in 
excess of 120 days. 

3. Applicant will invest only in debt 
obligations payable in dollars issued or 
guaranteed by the Federal Government, 
Federal governmental agencies, or 
certain bankers, savings and loan 
associations, and corporations. 
Investments in banking obligations will 
be limited to certificates of deposit 
issued by domestic banks or savings 


and loan associations which have total 
assets in excess of $1 billion and banks 
acceptances or letters of credit 
guaranteed by U.S. commercial banks 
having total assets in excess of $1 
billion. The commercial paper 
purchased by Applicant will be (i) rated 
Prime-1 or Prime-2 by Moody’s 
Investors Service, Inc., or A-l or A-2 by 
Standard & Poor’s Corporation, or (ii) 
issued by companies having an 
outstanding debt issue rated at least Aa 
by Moody’s Investors Service, Inc., or at 
least AA by Standard & Poor’s 
Corporation. Other obligations 
purchased by Applicant will be either 
debt instruments issued by domestic 
corporations rated Aa or better by 
Moody’s Investor Services, Inc., or AA 
or better by Standard & Poor’s 
Corporation or obligations issued by 
other entities accompanied by a 
guarantee of principal and interest by a 
bank or corporation whose certificates 
of deposit or commercial paper may 
otherwise be purchased by Applicant. 
Investments in repurchase agreements 
will be limited to transactions with a 
financial institution believed by 
Applicant’s investment adviser to 
prevent minimal credit risks. 

Notice is further given that an 
interested person may, not later than 
July 9.1979, at 5:30 p.m.. submit to the 
Commission in writing a request for a 
hearing on the matter accompanied by a 
statement as to the nature of his 
interest, the reason for such request, and 
the issues, if any. of fact or law 
proposed to be controverted, or he may 
request that he be notified if the 
Commission shall order a hearing 
thereon. Any such communication 
should be addressed: Secretary, 
Securities and Exchange Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20549. A copy of such 
request shall be served personally or by 
mail upon Applicant(s) at the 
address(es) stated above. Proof of such 
service (by affidavit, or in case of an 
attorney-at-law, by certificate) shall be 
filed contemporaneously with the 
request. As provided by Rule 0-5 of the 
Rules and Regulations promulgated 
under the Act, an order disposing of the 
application will be issued as of course 
following said date unless the 
Commission thereafter orders a hearing 
upon request or upon the Commission’s 
own motion. Persons who request a 
hearing, or advice as to whether a 
hearing is ordered, will receive any 
notices and orders issued in this matter, 
including the date of the hearing (if 
ordered) and any postponements 
thereof. 








Federal Register / Vol. 44. No. 121 / Thursday, June 21, 1979 / Notices 


36281 


For the Commission, by the Division of 
Investment Management, pursuant to 
delegated authority. 

George A. Fitzsimmons. 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc- 79-19293 Filed 6-20-79; 8;4S am] 

BILLING COO€ 8010-01-* 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 

Amendment of Notice; Consideration 
of Minority Group 

On May 30.1979. at Vol. 44, FR p. 
31055. a notice was published regarding 
the consideration of the request of the 
Asian Pacific Americans to be 
considered by the Small Business 
Administration as a minority group 
which has members who are socially 
disadvantaged because of their 
identification as members of the group, 
for the purpose of eligibility for SBA's 
section 8(a) program. The Notice is 
hereby amended to state that the 
components of that group include U.S. 
citizens whose origins are from Guam, 
the U.S. Trust Territories of the Pacific, 
Northern Marianas, Laos, Cambodia and 
Taiwan, as well as those U S. Htizens 
mentioned in the earlier notice. 

Dated: June 12,1979. 

A. Vernon Weaver, 

Administrator. 

|FR Doc 79-19321 Filed 6-20-79 8 45 am] 

BILLING CODE 8025-Ot-M 


White House Conference on Small 
Business 

In accordance with Section 10(a) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
USC appendix 1), announcement is made 
of the following national commission 
meeting. 

Small Business Conference Commission 

July 10,1979—2:30 p.m.—1:00 p.m.. Room 

2008, New Executive Office Building. 726 

Jackson Place, NW., Washington, D.C. 

Open Meeting 

Purpose: The Small Business Conference 
Commission was established by Executive 
Order to provide advice with respect to the 
holding of a White House Conference on 
Small Business in early 1980. In pursuit of the 
goal of a strong small business community, 
the Commission shall recommend issues to 
be considered by the Conference including 
those related to fostering of small business 
and the expansion of opportunities for entry 
into 9mall business enterprises. The 
Commission shall make recommendations for 
legislative and policy changes primarily 
based upon the findings of the White House 
Conference on Small Business. 

Agenda: The Commission shall address the 
above issues and review the progress of 


research task forces in addition to other 
Commission business. 

Contact: Cynthia Howar, Commission 
Liaison. White House Conference on Small 
Business, 730 Jackson Place. NW.. 
Washington. D.C. 20006. 

Please write before July 10.1979 if you wish 
to attend this meeting. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space available. 

Summaries of the transcript of the meeting 
will be made available to the public upon 
request at cost. 

Dated: June 15,1979. 

K. Drew, 

Deputy Advocate for Advisory Councils, 
Small Business A dministration. 

[FR Doc. 79-19320 Filed 6-20-79 845 era] 

BILLING COOE 8025-01-41 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

[Public Notice 673] 

Participation of Private-Sector 
Representatives on U*S. Delegations 

As announced in Public Notice No. 

623 (43 FR 37783). August 24.1978, the 
Department is submitting its May 1979 
list of U.S. accredited Delegations which 
included private-sector representatives. 

Publication of this list is required by 
Article IV(c)(4) of the guidelines 
published in the Federal Register on 
August 24,1978. 

Dated: June 12,1979. 

Paul J. Byrnes, 

Director, Office of International Conferences. 

United States Delegation to the International 
Telecommunications Union (ITU/CCITT) 
Study Group VII (New Networks for Data 
Transmission) Geneva, April 19 to May 2, 
1979 

Representative 

Thijs de Haas. Department of Commerce, 
Boulder, Colorado. 

Adviser 

Harold C. Foils, National Communications 
System, Arlington. Virginia. 

Private Sector Advisers 

Tom Chin, Western Union International. 
Inc.. New York, New York. 

Jerrold S. Foley. Burroughs Corporation, 
Detroit. Michigan. 

Margaret M. Karp, Telenet 
Communications Corporation. Vienna. 
Virginia. 

Claude C. Kleckner, American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company. Basking Ridge. New 
Jersey. 

Menkatarman Subramanyam. RCA Global 
Communications. Inc., New York, New York. 


United States Delegation to the Seventh 
Session of the Governing Council of the 
United Nations Environment Program 
(UNEP), Nairobi. April 18-May 4.1979 

Representative 

William Alston Hayne. Deputy Assistant 
Secretary. Bureau of Oceans and 
International Environmental and Scientific 
Affairs. Department of State. 

Alternate Representative 
The Honorable, Wilbert J. LeMelle, United 
States Ambassador to Kenya and Seychelles 
Nairobi. 

Special Advisers 

The Honorable. Lucy Benson, Under 
Secretary for Security Assistance. Science 
and Technology. Department of State. 

The Honorable, Barbara Blum. Deputy 
Administrator. Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

Advisers 

Francis X. Cunningham. Bureau of 
International Organization Affairs, 
Department of State. 

Lou Hughes. Office of International 
Activities, Environmental Protection Agency. 

David Macuk. U.S. Permanent 
Representative to the United Nations 
Environment Programme, Nairobi. 

Edward Mainland. Bureau of Oceans and 
International Environmental and Scientific 
Affairs, Department of State. 

. John Mirabito. National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration. Department of 
Commerce. 

John S. Perry, Executive Secretary. U.S. 
Climate Research Board, National Academy 
of Sciences. 

Albert Printz, Agency for International 
Development. 

Private Sector Advisers 

Marshall A. Robinson. Vice President, 
Resources and Environment Division. Ford 
Foundation, New York, New York. 

R. Michael Wright, Director for 
International Programs. The Nature 
Conservancy. Arlington, Virginia. 

United States Delegation to the Fourth 
Meeting of the Preparatory Committee for the 
United Nations Conference on Science and 
Technology for Development (UNCSTD), 
New York, April 23-May 4,1979 

Representative 

The Honorable Jean Wilkowski. 
Coordinator. United Nations Conference on 
Science and Technology. Department of 
State. 

Alternate Representative 

James Stromayer. Deputy Coordinator, 
United Nations Conference on Science and 
Technology, Department of State. 

Advisers 

William Eilers, Bureau for Development 
Support. Agency for International 
Development. 

Lois Hobson, United Nations Conference 
on Science and Technology. Department of 
State. 
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Louis Kahn (April 23-27), Bureau of Oceans 
and International Environmental and 
Scientific Affairs. Department of State. 

Frances M. Kinnelly (April 30-May 4), 
Bureau of Oceans and International 
Environmental and Scientific Affairs. 
Department of State. 

The Honorable William Stibravy, Deputy 
Permanent Representative on the Economic 
and Social Council of the United Nations. 

John Trevithick, Bureau of International 
Organization Affairs. Department of State. 

Private Sector Adviser 

Rodney W. Nichols. Vice President. 
Rockfeller University. New York, New York. 

United States Delegation to the Ninth Session 
of the Facilitation (FAL) Division of the 
International Civil Aviation Organization 
(ICAO) Montreal, April 18-May 5,1979 

Representative 

William R. Myers, Acting Director. Office 
of Facilitation. Department of Transportation. 

Alternate Representative 

Joan S. Gravatt, Aviation Programs and 
Policy Divison. Bureau of Economic and 
Business Affairs, Department of State. 

Advisers 

Edward A. Corboy, Bureau of International 
Affairs. Civil Aeronautics Board. 

Kathleen W. Gorman, Chief. Analysis and 
Evaluation Branch, Office of International 
Aviation Affairs. Federal Aviation 
Administration, Department of 
Transportation. 

William Morandini, Chief. Cargo 
Processing Branch. Inspection and Control 
Division. United States Customs Service, 
Department of the Treasury. 

F. Paul Murphy, Deputy Assistant 
Commissioner-Inspections, Immigration and 
Naturalization Service. Department of Justice. 

Michell Slobodnik. Chief Staff Officer, Port 
Operations, Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, Department of 
Agriculture. 

Victor Weeren, Chief. Passenger Processing 
Branch. Inspection and Control Division. 
United States Customs Service, Department 
of the Treasury. 

Private Sector A dvisers 

James R. Corson, Director—Facilitation. 

Air Transport Association of America, 
Washington. D.C. 

Eric Vincendon. Air Transport Association 
of America. Washington, D.C. 

United States Delegation to the Second Inter- 
American Specialized Conference on Private 
International, Law (CrDIP IT) Montevideo, 
April 23-May 8.1979 

Representative 

Arthur von Mehren, Harvard University, 
Cambridge. Massachusetts. 

Private Sector Adviser 

Peter Trooboff, Covington and Burlington. 
Washington, D.C. 


United States Delegation to the Fortieth 
Session of the Maritime Safety Committee 
(MSC) of the Intergovernmental Maritime 
Consultative Organization (IMCO). London, 
May 7-11.1979 

Representative 

Henry H. Bell. Rear Admiral, USCG. Chief. 
Office of Merchant Marine Safety, United 
States Coast Guard, Department of 
Transportation. 

Alternative Representative 

Edward H. Middleton. Technical Adviser, 
Office of Merchant Marine Safety, United 
States Coast Guard. Department of 
Transportation. 

Advisers 

H. Clay Black. Shipping Attache, American 
Embassy. London. 

John J. Nachtsheim. Assistant 
Administrator for Operations, Maritime 
Administration. Department of Commerce. 

Daniel F. Sheehan. Technical Staff. Office 
of Merchant Marine Safety, United States 
Coast Guard. Department of Transportation. 

Gerald P. Yoest. International Affairs 
Division. Office of Public and International 
Affairs. Department of Transportation. 

Private Sector Advisers 

John F. Fay, Port Agent of the Seafarer's 
International Union, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. 

William Hanna. Vice President. American 
Bureau of Shipping, New York, New York. 

Donald C. Hintze, Captain. USCG (Ret.), 
National Oceans Industry Association, 
Washington, D.C. 

William L. Rich, Jr., Director, Research and 
Training. International Organization of 
Masters. Mates & Pilots, AFL-CIO, New 
York, New York. 

United States Delegation to the Fifth Session 
of the Preparatory Committee of the 
International Maritime Satellite System 
(INMARSAT), Intergovernmental Maritime 
Consultative Organization (IMCO), London, 
May 14-18,1979 

Representative 

Arthur L Freeman. Office of International 
Communications Policy, Department of State. 

Advisers 

Melvin Barmat. National 
Telecommunications and Information 
Administration. 

H. Clay Black, Shipping Attache, American 
Embassy, London. 

Robert Greenburg, Federal 
Communications Commission. 

Congressional Adviser 

Brian R. Moir, House Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committee, United States House 
of Representatives. 

Private Sector Advisers 

Robert Bourne, Attorney, ComSat General 
Corporation, Washington, D.C. 

John Johnson. Chairman and Chief 
Executive Officer, ComSat General 
Corporation. Washington, D.C. 


Edward Martin. Assistant Vice President, 
ComSat General Corporation, Washington, 
D.C. 

Edward Slack, Manager. Financial 
Management 8 Analysis. ComSat General 
Corporation. Washington. D.C. 

United States Delegation to the Twenty- 
Fourth Session of the Legal Committee of the 
International Civil Aviation Organization 
(ICAO), Montreal, May 7-23,1979 

Representative 

Paul B. Larsen. Office of the General 
Counsel. Department of Transportation. 

Alternate Representative 

Peter Schwarzkopf, Assistant General 
Counsel for International Law, Civil 
Aeronautics Board. 

Adviser 

The Honorable John E. Downs, United 
States Minister-Representative to ICAO. 

Private Sector Adviser 

James Landry, Air Transport Association. 
Washington, D.C. 

United States Delegation to the Study Group 
on the Feasibility of International Stock 
Arrangements, International Coffee 
Organization, London, May 21-23,1979 

Representative 

Thomas J. O’Donnell, American Embassy, 
London. 

Alternate Representative 

James M. Derham, Tropical Products 
Division. Bureau of Economic and Business 
Affairs, Department of State. 

Adviser 

Paul A. Pilkauskas, American Embassy, 
London. 

Private Sector Advisers 

E. Phillip LeVeen. Public Interest 
Economics Foundation. San Francisco, 
California. 

Andrew A. Scholtz, Scholtz and Company, 
New York, New York. 

United States Delegation to the Meeting of 
Working Group Six, International Nuclear 
Fuel Cycle Evaluation (INFCE), Madrid, May 
21-24,1979 

Representative 

Michael J. Lawrence, Assistant Director for 
Spent Fuel Shortage. Department’of Energy. 

Advisers 

Linda Gallini, Bureau of Nuclear Non- 
Proliferation, Arms Control and Disarmament 
Agency. 

Richard W. Getzinger. Bureau of Nuclear 
Non-Proliferation, Arms Control and 
Disarmament Agency. 

Leroy Simpkins, American Embassy, 
Belgrade. 

Private Sector Advisers 

A. Burton Johnson. Staff Scientist, Batelle 
Pacific National Laboratory, Richland. 
Washington. 
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Colman B. Woodhall, Vice President. 
Nuclear Assurance Corporation, Atlanta. 
Georgia. 

United States Delegation to the Working 
Group Seven, International Nuclear Fuel 
Cycle Evaluation (INFCE), Vienna, May 21- 
25,1979 

Representative 

Colin A. Heath, Office of Energy 
Technology. Department of Energy. 

Adviser 

Carl R. Cooley. Office of Energy 
Technology, Department of Energy. 

Private Sector Advisers 
Everett Irish, Staff Engineer. Chemical 
Technology Department. Batelle Pacific 
Northwest Laboratories, Richland, 
Washington. 

Allison Platt. Manager. Nuclear Waste 
Technology Program Office, Batelle Pacific 
Northwest Laboratories, Richland, 
Washington. 

John Robinson. Manager, Waste Support 
Studies. Batelle Pacific Northwest 
Laboratories. Richland, Washington. 

United States Delegation to the International 
Telecommunications Union (ITU/CCITT) 
Study Group I, Geneva, May 17-25,1979 

Representative 

Douglas V. Davis, Federal Communications 
Commission. 

Alternate Representative 
Dexter Anderson, United States Mission, 
Geneva. 

Private Sector Advisers 

John Costello. RCA Global 
Communications. Inc.. New York, New York. 

Abilio Gomes. ITT World Communications, 
Inc., New York. New York. 

Joseph S. Mendres, Western Union 
International, Inc., New York. New York. 

Robert J. Sanders. AT&T. Basking Ridge, 
New Jersey. 

United States Delegation to the Eighth 
Congress of the World Meteorological 
Organization Geneva. April 39-May 26,1979 

Principal Delegate 

George S. Benton, Ph.D.. Permanent United 
States Representative to the World 
Meteorological Organization. Associate 
Administrator, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, Department of 
Commerce. 

Alternate Principal Delegate 

George P. Cressman, Ph.D., Senior 
Researcher, National Weather Service, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration. Department of Commerce. 

Advisers 

Howard L April, Office of Assistant 
Administrator for Research and 
Development, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, Department of 
Commerce. 

Gordon D. Cartwright. Science Officer, 
United States fission. Geneva. 


Robert A. Clark. Ph.D., Associate Director, 
Hydrology. National Weather Service. 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration. Department of Commerce. 

Richard E. Hallgren. Ph.D. (May 12-26), 
Director. National Weather Service. National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 

Nels E. Johnson. Director. Office of 
International Affairs, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, Department of 
Commerce. 

Frank S. Lancetti, Agency Directorate for 
Science and Technology. Bureau of 
International Organization Affairs, 
Department of State. 

Ronald L. Lavoie. Ph.D. (April 39-May 12), 
Director. Science and Academic Affairs, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, Department of Commerce. 

Douglas H. Sargeant. Ph.D., Director, 
Climate and GARP Office, National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administration. 

Department of Commerce. 

Charles H. Sprinkle. Chief, Aviation 
Branch, National Weather Service, National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 

Bernard Zavos, Chief. Overseas Operations 
Division, National Weather Service. National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 

Private Sector Adviser 
Chester W. Newton. Ph.D., President, 
American Meteorological Society, National 
Center for Atmospheric Reserach, Boulder, 
Colorado. 

(FR Doc. 79-19301 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 <im| 
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Agency for International Development 

Request for Public Comments on 
Proposed Change of A.I.D. Policy 
Regarding Nationality Eligibility for 
A.I.D.-Financed Contracts for Services 

SUMMARY: In March, 1978, A.I.D. issued 
a change in its policy regarding the 
nationality of firms and individuals 
eligible to receive contracts financed by 
A.I.D. under the authority of the Foreign 
Assistance Act of 1961, as amended. In 
October, 1978, A.I.D. incorporated this 
change in a revision to its Handbook on 
host country architect and engineering 
and technical services contracts. The 
changed policy dropped the 
requirements for principal place of 
business in the United States and 
beneficial ownership by United States 
citizens. The requirement that a firm be 
legally organized in the United States 
was retained. For firms organized in 
developing countries, which are eligible 
sources of supply for some A.I.D. 
programs, beneficial ownership by 
citizens of eligible countries was 
required. 

At the request of United States 
industry groups representing the 


Architect and Engineering and 
Construction Industries, A.I.D. is now 
considering a return to a nationality 
policy for contracts for services that 
considers beneficial ownership and 
principal place of business for U.S. 
firms. Since there are implications for 
foreign-owned firms organized and 
doing business in the United States and 
employing U.S. citizens, A.I.D. wishes to 
solicit the views of all interested parties 
on the proposed policy stated below. 

The proposed policy refers to 
“authorized geographic codes”. At the 
present time. A.I.D. utilizes two 
geographic codes to designate eligible 
suppliers of goods and services: Code 
000 means United States only: Code 941 
means the United States and certain 
developing countries. A.I.D. Geographic 
Code 935, used in the proposed policy 
with respect to the nationality of 
employees, includes all free world 
countries. 

Proposed Policy on Nationality of 
Suppliers of Services 

Handbook IB 

Chapter 5C. Nationality of Suppliers 
of Goods and Services 

1. Policy 

b. Nationality Policy 

(2) A contractor supplying services or 
a subcontractor supplying services 
under an A.I.D.-financed prime contract 
for services must fit one of the following 
categories to be eligible for A.I.D. 
financing: 

(a) an individual who is a citizen of a 
country included in the authorized 
geographic code or a legal resident of 
the United States. 

(b) a corporation or partnership that: 

1. is incorporated or legally organized 
under the laws of a country or area 
included in the authorized geographic 
code; 

2. has its principal place of business in 
a country or area included in the 
authorized geographic code; and 

3. is more than 50% beneficially 
owned by individuals who are citizens 
of a country or area included in the 
authorized geographic code. With 
respect to stock held by companies or 
institutions, the ultimate beneficial 
ownership by individuals is controlling. 
(See 5Clc below for tests of beneficial 
ownership.) 

(c) a joint venture or unincorporated 
association consisting of individuals, 
corporations, or partnerships which fit 
category b(2)(a) or (b). However, joint 
ventures with host government owned 
firms are ineligible. 

c. Beneficial Ownership 

A duly authorized officer of a firm 
shall certify that the firm meets the 
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beneficial ownership requirements of 
5Clb(2)fb) 3. In the case of corporations, 
the certifying officer shall be the 
corporate secretary. The certifying 
officer may presume citizenship on the 
basis of the stockholders record 
address, provided he/she certifies, 
regarding any stockholder (including 
any corporate or institutional 
stockholder) whose holdings are 
material to the corporation’s eligibility, 
that he/she knows of no fact which 
might rebut that presumption. 

d. Nationality of Employees Under 
Contracts and Subcontracts for Services 
The Nationality Policy of 5Clb does 
not apply to contractor or subcontractor 
employees, but contractor and 
subcontractor employees engaged in 
providing services under AJ.D.-financed 
contracts must be citizens of countries 
included in A.I.D. Geographic Code 935. 

Dates and Addresses for Comments 

Comments must be received on or 
before July 20,1979. Comments should 
be addressed to John F. Owen9, Deputy 
Assistant Administrator, Bureau for 
Program and Management Services, 
Room 5893, State Department, A.I.D., 
Washington, D.C. 20523. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT; 
Frank Calkins (703) 235-9107. 

Dated: June 14.1979. ' 

D. G. MacDonald. 

Assistant Administrator, Bureau for Program 
and Management Services. 

|FK Doc. 79~W37fl Filed 6-20-79; 6.45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4710-02-M 


Joint Research Committee of the 
Board for International Food and 
Agricultural Development; Meeting 

Pursuant to Executive Order 11769 
and the provisions of Section 10(a), (2). 
Pub. L. 92-463, Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, notice is hereby given of 
the twenty-fifth meeting of the Joint 
Research Committee (JRC) of the Board 
for International Food and Agricultural 
Development (BIFAD) on July 10 and 11, 
1979. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
discuss plans for the Bean/Cow Pea 
Collaborative Research Support 
Program (CRSP) and for the Nutrition 
CRSP; to consider priorities for 
additional research projects; to report 
on inventory of AID research programs; 
and to discuss the CRSP planning 
processes. 

The meeting will convene at 9:00 a.m. 
and adjourn at 5:00 p.m. on July 10 and 
11,1979. The meeting will be held in the 
Dynasty Room of the Holiday Inn, 1850 
N. Ft. Myer Drive, Arlington. Virginia, 


22209. The meeting is open to the public. 
Any interested person may attend, may 
file written statements with the 
Committee before or after the meeting, 
or may present oral statements in 
accordance with procedures established 
by the Committee, and to the extent the 
time available for the meeting permits. 

Dr. Erven J. Long, Office of Title XII 
Coordination and University Relations. 
Development Support Bureau, is 
designated A.I.D. Advisory Committee 
Representative at the meeting. It is 
suggested that those desiring further 
information write to him in care of the 
Agency for International Development, 
State Department. Washington. D.C. 
20523, or telephone him at (703) 235- 
8929. 

Dated: June 4.1979. 

Erven J. Long, 

A.I.D. Advisory Committee Representative, 
Joint Research Committee, Board for Interna¬ 
tional Food and Agricultural Development. 

[KR Doc. 79-19323 Filed 6-20-79; MS am] 
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Joint Committee for Agricultural 
Development of the Board for 
International Food and Agricultural 
Development; Meeting 

Pursuant to Executive Order 11769 
and the provisions of Section 10(a), (2). 
Pub. L 92-463, Federal Advisory 
Committee Act, notice is hereby given of 
the meeting of the Joint Committee on 
Agricultural Development (JCAD) of the 
Board for International Food and 
Agricultural Development (BIFAD) on 
July 9 and 10.1979. 

The purpose of the meeting is to: 
discuss the development of a 
Professional Resources Pool (PRP); 
report of the Regional Work Groups 
(RWG8); coordinate the reports on 
Country Mission visits in Asia and Latin 
America and Caribbean Bureaus and 
make recommendations to BIFAD; and 
discuss Host Country Contracts. 

The meeting on July 9,1979, will 
convene in Regional Work Groups 
(RWGs): Africa RWG at 9:00 a.m. in 
Room 2941, New State Department Bldg. 
(Dr. Frank Madden, AJ.D. Federal 
Designee for this meeting, can be 
contacted at (703J-235-9085); Latin 
America RWG at HfcOO a.m. in Room 
2242, New State Department Bldg. (Mr. 
Blair Allen. A.LD. Federal Designee for 
this meeting can be contacted at (202)- 
632-8279); Near East RWG at 9:30 a.m. 
in Room 6484. New State Department 
Bldg. (Mr. Russell Olson, AJ.D. Federal 
Designee for this meeting, can be 
contacted at (202J-632-9256); and the 
Asia RWG al 9:00 ajn. in Room 216. 


Rosslyn Plaza Bldg., 1001 North Kent 
Street, Rosslyn. Virginia. (Mr. Calvin 
Martin, A.I.D. Federal Designee for this 
meeting can be contacted at (703J-235- 
8810.) The meeting on July 10,1979 will 
convene from 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m. in the 
Dynasty Room of the Holiday Inn, 1850 
N. Ft. Myer Drive. Arlington, Virginia, 
22209. The meeting is open to the public. 
Any interested person may attend, may 
file written statements with the 
Committee before or after the meeting, 
or may present oral statements in 
accordance with procedures established 
by the Committee, and to the extent the 
time available for the meeting permits. 

Dr. Frank H. Madden. Office of Title 
XII Coordination and University 
Relations. Development Support Bureau, 
is designated AJ.D. Advisory Committee 
Representative at the July 10 meeting. It 
is suggested that those desiring further 
information write to him in care of the 
Agency for International Development, 
State Department, Washington, D.C. 
20523, or telephone him at (703)-235- 
9085. 

Dated: June 12,1979. 

Frank H. Madden, 

A.I.D. Advisory Committee Representative . 
Joint Committee on Agricultural Develop¬ 
ment Board for International Food and Agri¬ 
cultural Development 

|FR Doc. 79-19324 Filed 6-26-79; 648 am) 

BILUNG COOE 4710-07-M 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Coast Guard 
ICGD 79-0891 

Qualification of Shell Oil Co. as a 
Citizen of the United States 

This is to give notice that pursuant to 
46 CFR 67.23-7(a) issued under the 
provisions of section 27A of the 
Merchant Marine Act, 1920, as added by 
the Act of September 2.1958 (46 U.S.C. 
883-1), Shell Oil Company, of One Shell 
Plaza. Houston, Texas 77001, 
incorporated under the laws of the State 
of Delaware, did on April 16,1979. file 
with the Commandant. United States 
Coast Guard, in duplicate, an oath for 
qualification of the corporation as a 
citizen of the United States following the 
form of oath prescribed in form CG- 
1260. 

The oath shows that: 

(a) A majority of the officers and 
directors of the corporation are citizens 
of the United States; 

(b) Not less than 90 percent of the 
employees of the corporation are 
residents of the United States; 
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(c) The corporation is engaged 
primarily in a manufacturing or mineral 
industry in the United States, or in a 
Territory, District, or possession thereof; 

(d) The aggregate book value of the 
vessels owned by the corporation does 
not exceed 10 percent of the aggregate 
book value of the assets of the 
corporation; and 

(e) The corporation purchases or 
produces in the United States, its 
Territories or possessions not less than 
75 percent of the raw materials used or 
sold in its operations. 

The Commandant, United States 
Coast Guard, having found this oath to 
be in compliance with the law and 
regulations, on June 11,1979. issued to 
Shell Oil Company a certificate of 
compliance on Form CG-1262, as 
provided for in 46 CFR 67.23—7(d). The 
certificate and any authorization 
granted thereunder will expire three 
years from June 11,1979, unless there 
first occurs a change in the corporate 
status requiring a report under 46 CFR 
67.23-7(c). 

Dated: June 14,1979. 

W. D. Markle. Jr., 

Captain . U.S. Coast Guard, Acting Chief, 
Office of Merchant Marine Safety . 

|FR Doc. 79-19383 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 49NM4-M 


179-0901 

Renewal of the New York Harbor 
Vessel Traffic Service Advisory 
Committee 

This is to give notice pursuant to the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, Public 
Law 92-463, approved October 6,1972, 
that the New York Harbor Vessel Traffic 
Service Advisory Committee has been 
renewed by the Secretary of 
Transportation commencing May 21, 
1979. 

The New York Harbor Vessel Traffic 
Service Advisory Committee was 
established pursuant to the Ports and 
Waterways Safety Act of 1972, as 
amended by the Port and Tanker Safety 
Act of 1978 to provide consultation and 
advice on the need for, and the 
development, installation and operation 
of a Vessel Traffic Service for the Port of 
New York. 

Interested persons may seek 
additional information by writing: 


Commanding Officer, Vessel Traffic 
Service, PRECOM Detail, Governors 
Island, New York, NY 10004 or by 
calling (212) 668-7954. 

Dated: June 14.1979. 

L. L. Zumstein. 

Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard, Chief, Office 
of Public and International Affairs. 

|FR Doc. 79-19384 Filed 0-2O-79; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-14-M 


Federal Aviation Administration 

Air Traffic Procedures Advisory 
Committee; Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 

L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. 1) notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the Federal 
Aviation Administration Air Traffic 
Procedures Advisory Committee to be 
held July 24 through July 27.1979. from 9 
a.m. E.D.T. to 4 p.m. daily, in conference 
rooms 7A and B at FAA Headquarters, 
800 Independence Ave„ SW. t 
Washington, D.C. 

The agenda for this meeting is as 
follows: A continuation of the 
committee’s review of present air traffic 
control procedures and practices for 
standardization, clarification, and 
upgrading of terminology and 
procedures. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to the space available. 
With the approval of the Chairman, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to attend and persons wishing 
to present oral statements should notify, 
not later than the day before the 
meeting, and information may be 
obtained from, Mr. Franklin L. 
Cunningham. Executive Director, Air 
Traffic Procedures Advisory Committee, 
Air Traffic Service. AAT-300. 800 
Independence Ave., SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20591, telephone (202) 426-3725. 

Any member of the public present a 
written statement to the committee at 
any time. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on June 8,1979. 
F. L. Cunningham, 

Executi ve Director, A TP A C. 

|FK Doc 79-19114 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 ami 

BILUNG CODE 4910-13-M 


[Summary Notice No. PE-79-101 

Petitions for Exemption; Summary of 
Petitions Received and Dispositions of 
Petitions Issued 

AGENCY: Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA), DOT. 

ACTION: Notice of petitions for 
exemptions received and of dispositions 
of petitions issued. 

summary: Pursuant to FAA’s 
rulemaking provisions governing the 
application, processing, and disposition 
of petitions for exemption (14 CFR Part 
11), this notice contains a summary of 
certain petitions seeking relief from 
specified requirements of the Federal 
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Chapter I) 
and of dispositions of certain petitions 
previously received. The purpose of this 
notice is to improve the public’s 
awareness of, and participation in, this 
aspect of FAA’s regulatory activities. 
Publication of this notice and any 
information it contains or omits is not 
intended to affect the legal status of any 
petition or its final disposition. 
dates. Comments on petitions received 
must identify the petition docket number 
involved and must be received on or 
before: July 12.1979. 
addresses: Send comments on any 
petition in triplicate to: Federal Aviation 
Administration. Office of the Chief 
Counsel, Attn: Rules Docket (AGC-24), 

Petition Docket No.-. 800 

Independence Avenue, SW., 

Washington, D.C. 20591. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION: The 
petition, any comments received and a 
copy of any final disposition are filed in 
the assigned regulatory docket and are 
available for examination in the Rules 
Docket (AGC-24), Room 916, FAA 
Headquarters Building (FOB 10A), 800 
Independence Avenue, SW., 

Washington, D.C. 20591; telephone (202) 
426-3644. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
paragraphs (c), (e), and (g) § 11.27 of 
Part 11 of the Federal Aviation 
Regulations (14 CFR Part 11). 

Issued in Washington, D.C.. on June 15, 
1979. 

Edward P. Faberman, 

Acting Assistant Chief Counsel Regulations 
and Enforcement Division. 
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Petitions for Exemptions 



Docket No 

Petitioner 

Regulations affected 




... 14 CFR §135.115- 

19281 


Midwest Air Oerter - .. 

14 CFR §121.221(0- 

19280 


Rotefty Inc. 

... 14 CFR §§141.35(d)(2) and 




141.35<tj)(3)\i). 



Dorado Wings Inc .-.-. 

— 14 CFR § 135.243(a)- 

1 M»9... 

IQ?#*? 


CFM Inlerr.atonal.- 

_ 14 CFR §§ 33.7 and 33.90- 

19276 

-^- 


.... 14 CFR §121 391_ 

192277 


Jet-Air Commuter Express Airlines, Inc.... 

.... 14 CFR § 135 99(b).- . 

19162._ 


_ United Airlines. Inc-,—.. 

. 14 CFR § 12l.291(a)(2Mi*)- 


Descriptor of relief tough! 


To permit selected pilot trainees to accompany AJr Taxi Commercial 
Operator (A700) cargo tkgms as additional crewmembers, and to 
manipulate the controls Such pitots ere neither employed tor ATCO 
duties nor FAR qualified for ATCO second^n-command responsibil¬ 
ities. 

To permit the carriage of their employers as passengers in "E" com¬ 
partment of their Car a veto cargo aircraft 

To allow petitioner to designate as a chief fight instructor a person 
who does not have 2000 hours PIC. 3 years Wight instruction expen- 
ence or 1500 hours of pilot instruction 

To allow petitioner to utilize the services of com m ercial pitots of the* 
commuter air taxi in keu of usmg Airime Transport Pilots. 

To permit demonstration of compliance with the fixed time overhaul 
requirement by use of a planned inspection program alternate pro¬ 
cedure. 

To aHow the operation of DC-3-30 aircraft configured with 110 pas¬ 
senger seats with only two flight attendants when 100 passengers 
or less are earned 

To exempt the petitioner from the rootfroment to have a second <n 
command on aircraft cohgtvod with 10 or more passenger seats 

To allow petitioner to delete two typo one (t) emergency exits, and 
reconfigure the passenger seating capacity to 190 tor its DC-8-61 
aircraft without conducting a full scale emergency evacuation dem- 



Dispositions of Petitions for Exemptions 


Dock el No. 

Petitioner Regulations affected 

Description of relief sought—disposition 


19162 

.. Federal Express Corp- . 

Al 79-01-I.19F 

The State of . ..—. 

19248 

.. Continental Airlines... 

18897 

.. Zantop Always. Inc.— 

1A993 

... Nordair, Ltd....„._.. 

18280 . 

. Capt Chart’5 E Leeds.-.. .. 

19148 . 

. Capt Eugene Lore.... 

ipjnc 

.Jat Fleet Cm p ____ _ _ 

18957.. 

. National Aircraft Maintenance. Inc. (NAMI) ... 

19244 - 

.. Falcon Airways, Inc.. —. 


To allow petitioner to inaugurate passenger-carrying service with B- 
727 aircraft without first performing a full-scale seating capacity 
emergency evacuation demonstration. Granted 6/11/79. 

14 CFR §§ 139 49(b)(1) and (o)(l) To permit the Dutch Harbor Airport to regularly serve Civil Aeronautics 
Board certificated air earners without compliance with these sec¬ 
tions of the requirements tor providing airport farefighfcng and rescue 
equipment and services. Granted 5/31/79. 

To permit operation of a leased B-727-200 aircraft N550PS in a 159 
passenger seat configuration without conducting a full scale evacu¬ 
ation demonstration. Granted 6/6/79. 

To amend Exemption No. 2667. at amended, to include an adtftional 
G-159 aircraft among those being operated without a flight data re¬ 
corder, a cockpit voice recorder, and ground proximity warning 
system. Granted 6/12/79. 

To permit Nordair. Ltd. to use Aloha's MEL, Aloha's continuous air¬ 
worthiness maintenance program and to obtain U S. airman certifi¬ 
cates Granted 4/3/79. 

To permit Capt. Leeds to continue to serve as a pitot in air earner op¬ 
erations after reaching his 60th birthday on August 13. 1979 

Dented 6/13/79 

To permit petitioner to serve as a pitot tor Trans World Airlines after 
he has reached his 60th birthday. Oerued 6/13/79. 

To extend Exemption No. 1876C which expires on August 31, 1979. 
The exemption permits petitioner to conduct ail pilot proficiency 
checks tor turbojet aircraft under §121.441 Granted 6/13/79. 

To be exempted from (he requirement to equip thetr Grumman G-73 
aircraft with thunderstorm detection aquipment as required by Sec¬ 
tion 135.173(a) when flying between Long Beach Municipal Airport 
and Catalina island, California Granted 6/13^9 
To allow operator! of a C-540C excraft N-80FA in all cargo oper¬ 
ations without approved weather radar equipment installed until on 
or about July 15, 1979, when installation should be complete 
Granted 6/13/79. 


14 CFR § 121.291(a)(1) and Pari 
121. APP.D. 


14 CFR § 121 J29t(2)(i)- 

14 CFR §§ 121.343, 12L3J 
121.360. 

FAR Parts 21. 61. and 9K 

14 CFR § 121.383(c)_ 

14 CFR § 121.383(c).— 


[PR Doc. 79-19328 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 4910-13-M 


Radio Technical Commission for 
Aeronautics (RTCA) Special 
Committee 142—Air Traffic Control 
Radar Beacon System/Discrete 
Address Beacon System (ATCRBS/ 
DABS) Airborne Equipment Meeting 

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. I) notice is 
hereby given of a meeting of the RTCA 
Special Committee 142 on Air Traffic 


Control Radar Beacon System/Discrete 
Address Beacon System (ATCRBS/ 
DABS) Airborne Equipment to be held 
July 17 and 18,1979, in RTCA 
Conference Room 261,1717 H Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. commencing at 
9:30 a.m. 

The Agenda for this meeting is as 
follows: (1) Chairman’s Introductory 
Remarks; (2) Review Committee Terms 
of Reference; (3) Discussion of Minimum 
Operational Performance Standards 
Format; (4) Review of the Discrete 
Address Beacon System Program and 
the Relationship with DABS Data Link 


and Collision Avoidance Systems; (5) 
Status Report on Development of DABS 
Ground and Airborne Equipment; (6) 
Report on the Airlines Approach to 
DABS Utilization; (7) Development of 
Committee Goals and Schedules; (8) 
Identification of Critical Issues; (9) 
Identification and Assignment of Tasks; 
and (10) Other Business. 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to space available. 
With the approval of the Chairman, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the meeting. Persons 
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wishing to present oral statements or 
obtain information should contact the 
RTCA Secretariat 1717 H Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 2006; (202) 296-0484. 
Any member of the public may present a 
written statement to the committee at 
any time. 

Issued in Washington. D.C. on June 15. 

1979. 

Karl F. Bierach, 

Designated Officer. 

IFR Doc- 79-19327 Filed 0-20-79; 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 49KM3-M 


Federal Railroad Administration 

Minority Business Resource Center 
Advisory Committee; Meeting 

Pursuant to Section 19(a) and (2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Pub. L. 92-463); 5 U.S.C. App. I), notice 
is hereby given of a meeting of the 
Minority Business Resource Center 
Advisory Committee to be held July 19, 
1979. at 10;00 a.m. until 1;30 p.m. at the 
Department of Transportation. 400 
Seventh Street, Southwest, Room 6332, 
Washington, D.C, 20590. 

The agenda for the meeting is as 
follows; 

Review of the MBRC Programs 

Attendance is open to the interested 
public but limited to the space available. 
With the approval of the Chairman, 
members of the public may present oral 
statements at the meeting. Persons 
wishing to attend and persons wishing 
to present oral statements should notify 
the Minority Business Resource Center 
not later than the day before the 
meeting. Information pertaining to the 
meeting may be obtained from Mr. 
Harvey C. Jones, Advisory Committee 
Staff Assistant, Minority Business 
Resource Center, Federal Railroad 
Administration. 400 Seventh Street, 
Southwest, Washington, D.C. 20590, 
telephone—(202) 472-2449. Any member 
of the public may present a written 
statement to the Committee at any time. 

Issued in Washington, D.C. on June 14, 

1979. 

Kenneth E. Bolton, 

Director. 

|FR Doc. 79-19213 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 ntnj 
BILUNG COOE 4810-06-11 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 

Privacy Act of 1974; Notice of Systems 
of Records 

The Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 
552a(e)(4)) requires that all agencies 
publish in the Federal Register, a notice 
of the existence and character of their 


systems of records. Accordingly, the 
Veterans Administration published and 
adoted a notice of its inventory of 
personal records on September 27,1977 
(42 FR 49726). 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Veterans Administration is adding a 
new system of records entitled 
"Repatriated American Prisoners of 
War-VA" (60VA07). Public Law 95-^179 
directs the Veterans Administration, in 
consultation with the Department of 
Defense, to conduct a comprehensive 
study of the disability compensation 
awarded to. and the health care needs 
of. veterans who are former prisoners of 
war. and to transmit to the Congress a 
report on the results of the study. The 
purpose of this new system of records is 
to provide a statistical data base on 
Veterans Administration health care 
benefits given and disability 
compensation awarded to former 
American prisoners of war. The data 
will be used to make administrative and 
legislative recommendations necessary 
to insure that former prisoners of war 
receive health care benefits and 
compensation for all disabilities which 
may be reasonably attributed to their 
internment. 

The use of the information and data in 
this sytem is restricted solely to the 
office of the system manager and does 
not have any routine use9 as defined by 
the Privacy Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 
552a(a)(7)). Therefore, the requirement 
to give 30-days prior public notice 
before compiling this new system does 
not apply. 

A "Report of New System" and an 
advance copy of the revised system 
notice were sent on May 1,1979, to the 
Speaker of the House, the President of 
the Senate, and the Office of 
Management and Budget, as required by 
the provision of 5 U.S.C. 552a(o) of the 
Privacy Act and guidelines issued by the 
Office of Management and Budget (40 
FR 45877). October 3,1975. 

Notice is hereby given that this 
description is effective the date of 
approval by the Administrator of 
Veterans Affairs (June 15,1979). 

Approved: June 15,1979. 

By direction of the Administrator. 

Rufus H. Wilson, 

Deputy Administrator. 

60VA07 
SYSTEM name: 

Repatriated American Prisoners of 
War-VA. 

SYSTEM LOCATION: 

VA Data Processing Center (DPC). 941 
North Capitol Street, Washington, D.C. 


CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE 
SYSTEM: 

Individuals who are repatriated 
prisoners of war of World War II, 

Korean Conflict, and Vietnam Era. 

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 

Personal identification information 
related to the POW experience, e.g., 
name, rank, identification number 
(service or SSN), camp, length of 
internment, compensation and pension 
data, hospital discharge data. 

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE 

system: 

Section 305, Public Law 95-479, 
October 18,1978. 

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN 
THE SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF 
USERS AND THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES: 

None. 

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING, 
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND 
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM: 

STORAGE: 

(a) Magnetic tape at the DPC. 

(b) Paper documents at VA Central 
Office. 

retrievabiuty: 

Indexed by veteran identification 
number (service or SSN). 

safeguards: 

Access to the VA DPC and its 
computer rooms is restricted to 
authorized VA employees. Physical 
access is established through doors as 
well as guard service. 

retention and disposal: 

Working magnetic tapes at the DPC 
are disposed of as soon as the purpose 
for which they were established has 
been served. Paper documents are to be 
retained and disposed of in accordance 
with General Records Schedule No. 16, 
Item 10, which provides for study work 
papers to be retained for up to three 
years after study completion (February 
1.1980). 

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS: 

Assistant Administrator for Planning 
and Program Evaluation (07), VA 
Central Office. Washington, D.C., 20420. 

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE: 

An individual seeking information 
concerning the existence of a record 
pertaining to him/herself should submit 
a written request or apply in person to 
the Assistant Administrator for Planning 
and Program Evaluation (07), VA 
Central Office. Washington. D.C., 20420. 
Inquiries should include the individual’s 
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full name and identification number 
(service or SSN). 

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES: 

Same as above. 

CONTESTING RECORDS PROCEDURES: 

Same as above. 

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES: 

VA records: Patient Treatment File 
portion of VA medical Records System 
(PTF): Veterans and Beneficiary 
Identification and Records Locator 
System (BIRLS); Veterans, Dependents 
and Beneficiaries Compensation and 
Pension Records. 

National Archives and Records 
Service (NARS) and the Department of 
Defense (DoD) records systems on 
POW’s. 

[FR Doc 79-19427 Filed 5-20-79: 8:45 am| 

BILUNG CODE 8320-01-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice No. 96J 

Assignment of Hearings 

June 15.1979. 

Cases assigned for hearing, 
postponement, cancellation or oral 
argument appear below and will be 
published only once. This list contains 
prospective assignments only and does 
not include cases previously assigned 
hearing dates. The hearings .will be on 
the issues as presently reflected in the 
Official Docket of the Commission. An 
attempt will be made to publish notice 
of cancellation of hearings as promptly 
as possible, but interested parties 
should take appropriate steps to insure 
that they are notified of cancellation or 
postponements of hearings in which 
they are interested. 

MC 127042 (Sub-232F). Hagen, Inc., now 
assigned for hearing on July 18,1979 (3 
days), at Omaha, NE, is postponed 
indefinitely. 

MC 59367 (Sub-133F). Decker Truck Line, Inc., 
now assigned for hearings on July 17,1979 
(1 day), at Omaha, and will be held in 
Room 616, Union Pacific Plaza, 110 N. 14th 
St.—14th & Dodge. 

MC 145955F, Central Truck Service, Inc., now 
assigned for hearing on July 18.1979 (3 
days), at Omaha, NE, and will be held in 
Room 616. Union Pacific Plaza. 110 N. 14th 
St.—14th & Dodge. 

MC 144729 (Sub-lF). RFK Charter Coaches, 
Inc., now assigned for hearing on July 23, 
1979. (1 week), at Omaha. NE and will be 
held in Room 616, Union Pacific Plaza, 110 
N. 14th St.—14th & Dodge. 

MC 142189 (Sub-40F). C. M. Bums DBA, 
Western Trucking, application dismissed. 


MC 111485 (Sub-23F). Paschall Truck Lines, 
Inc., transferred to Modified Procedure. 

MC-F-13735, Hyman Freightways, Inc.— 
Purchase Blackwood Motor Service, Inc. 
and MC 108835 (Sub-45F). Hyman 
Freightways, Inc., transferred to Modified 
Procedure. 

MC 112713 (Sub-218F). Yellow Freight 
System, Inc., now assigned for hearing on 
July 10,1979. at Dallas, TX is postponed to 
September 25.1979 (9 days), at Dallas. TX, 
in a hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 1515 (Sub-241), Greyhound Lines. Inc., 
now being assigned for continued hearing 
on August 13,1979 (5 days), at the Sheraton 
Inn. 1893 West Mockingbird Lane, Dallas, 
TX and continued to August 20.1979 (5 
days), at the Holiday Inn Downtown. 801 
Calhoun Street. Houston, TX. 

MC 108053 ($ub-152F), Little Audrey’s 
Transportation Company, Inc., now 
assigned for hearing on July 18.1979. at 
Chicago. IL is canceled and transferred to 
Modified Procedure. 

MC 19311 (Sub-48F), Central Transport, Inc., 
now being assigned for hearing on July 23, 
1979. at Lansing, Michigan, in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 119632 (Sub-79F), Reed Lines. Inc., 
transferred to Modified Procedure. 

MC 114457 (Sub-431F). Dart Transit 
Company, now assigned for hearing on July 
24,1979 (1 day), at Columbus. OH, in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 134755 (Sub-160F), Charter Express, Inc., 
now assinged for hearing on July 25,1979 (1 
day), at Columbus, OH, in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

MC 14215 (Sub-18F), Smith Truck Service. 

Inc., now assigned for hearing on July 30. 
1979 (1 week), at Cincinnati. OH. in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 123294 (Sub-5lF), Warsaw Trucking Co. 
Inc., now assigned for hearing on July 30, 
1979 (1 week), at Cincinnati. OH, in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 37087. Clevepak Corporation V. Checker 
Express Co. and O.K. Motor Service. Inc., 
now assigned for hearing on July 17,1979 (2 
days), at Chicago, IL, in a hearing room to 
be later designated. 

MC 124078 (Sub-934F), Schwerman Trucking 
Co., now assigned for hearing on July 23, 
1979 (2 days), at Chicago. IL, in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

MC 119741 (Sub-131F), Green Field Transport 
Company. Inc., now assigned for hearing 
on July 26,1979 (3 days), at Chicago, IL, in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 118159 (Sub-294F), National Refrigerated 
Transport, Inc., now assigned for hearing 
on September 5,1979, (3 days), at Dallas, 
TX, in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 135518 (Sub-llF), Western Carriers. Inc., 
now assigned for hearing on September 17, 
1979 (1 week), at Los Angeles. CA. in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

MC 2900 (Sub-347F). Ryder Truck Lines, Inc., 
now assigned for hearing on July 24,1979 (9 
days), at Lexington. KY, in a hearing room 
to be later designated. 

MC 133937 (Sub-28F), Carolina Cartage 
Company. Inc., now assigned for hearing 
on September 25.1979, (9 days), at 


Charlotte, NC, in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

MC 128270 (Sub-31 F), Rediehs Interstate, Inc.. 
now assigned for hearing on July 10,1979 (1 
day), at Chicago, IL. and will be held in 
Room 1699, Everett McKinley Dirksen 
Bldg., 219 South Dearborn St. 

MC 127840 (Sub-84F), Montgomery Tank 
Lines, Inc., now assigned for hearing on 
July 11.1979 (3 days), at Chicago. IL, and 
will be held in Room 1699, Everett 
McKinley Dirksen Bldg., 219 South 
Dearborn St. 

MC 133689 (Sub-236F), Overland Express. 

Inc., now assigned for hearing on July 16, 
1979 (2 days), at Chicago. IL, and will be 
held in Room 1699, Everett McKinley 
Dirksen Bldg., 219 South Dearborn St. 

MC 145359 (Sub-lF), Thermo Transport, Inc.. 
now assigned for hearing on July 18.1979 (3 
days), at Chicago. IL. and will be held in 
Room 1699, Everett McKinley Dirksen 
Bldg., 219 South Dearborn St. 

MC 139023 (Sub-7F), 2-G Transportation, Inc., 
now assigned for hearing on July 18,1979 at 
Chicago. Illinois and will be held in Room 
1319, Everett McKinley Dirksen Bldg., 219 
South Dearborn St. 

MC 145845 F, Raymond W. Payne d.b.a. 

Payne Bus Service, now assigned for 
hearing on July 9.1979 at Fredericksburg. 
Virginia and will be held in City Counsel 
Chambers. City Hall, Princess Ann and 
William St. 

MC 119399 (Sub-90F). Contract Freighters. 
Inc., now assigned for hearing on July 24. 
1979 at Washington, D.C. at the Offices of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission, this 
proceeding is a pre-hearing conference. 

MC 119991 (Sub-26F), Young Transport, Inc., 
now assigned for pre-hearing conference 
July 25,1979 at the Offices of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Washington. D.C. 

MC 135237 (Sub-5F), East Penn Trucking 
Company, now assigned for pre-hearing 
conference July 24,1979 at the Offices of 
the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington. D.C. 

FD 29021, Consolidated Rail Corporation 
(ConRail)—Discontinuance of Passenger 
Trains Nos. 453-456 Between Vaparaiso. IN 
and Chicago, IL. and will be held in 
Counsel Chambers. City Hall, 1443-100 and 
19th St. 

MC 142189 (Sub-37F). C. M. Bums, d.b.a. 
Western Trucking, transfered to Modified 
procedure. 

MC-F-13629, Shoemaker Trucking 
Company—Purchase (Portion)—Herrett 
Trucking Co.. Inc., MC 138875 (Sub-93F), 
Shoemaker Trucking Company, No. MC-F- 
13627, Shoemaker Trucking Company— 
Purchase (Portion)—Herrett Trucking Co., 
Inc., now assigned for hearing on 
September 12.1979 (3 days), at Portland. 
Oregon, in a hearing room to be later 
designated. 

FF-511F, Key Forwarding Co., now assigned 
for hearing on September 17.1979 (2 days), 
at Portland, Oregon in a hearing room to be 
later designated. 

MC 141911 (Sub-3F), Arthur Dennis 
Demontigny d.b.a. DeMontigny Trucking, 
now assigned for hearing on September 19, 
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1979 (3 days), at Portland. Oregon, in a 
hearing room to be later designated. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 79-19288 Filed 8-20-79. 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODt 7035-01-M 


(Notice No. 97] 

Assignment of Hearings; Correction 

June 15.1979. 

Cases assigned for hearing, 
postponement, cancellation or oral 
argument appear below and will be 
published only once. This list contains 
prospective assignments only and does 
not include cases previously assigned 
hearing dates. The hearings will be on 
the issues as presently reflected in the 
Official Docket of the Commission. An 
attempt will be made to publish notices 
of cancellation of hearings as promptly 
as possible, but interested parties 
should take appropriate steps to insure 
that they are notified of cancellation or 
postponements of hearings in which 
they are interested. 

# Correction 

MC 2900 (Sub-342F). Ryder Truck Lines, Inc., 
now assigned for hearing on July 11,1979 (3 
days), at Birmingham. AL, in a hearing 
room to be later designated. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 79-19289 Filed 8-20-79; 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-4* 


(Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 20)] 

Consolidated Rail Corp. Trackage 
Rights Over Baltimore & Ohio Railroad 
Co. Between Park Junction 
(Philadelphia, Pa.) and Potomac Yard, 
Va. 

Consolidated Rail Corporation 
(Conrail), Six Penn Center Plaza. 
Philadelphia. PA 19104, filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission on 
May 21,1979. and the Commission has 
accepted, an application under 49 U.S.C. 
11343 (formerly section 5(2) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act) for authority 
to acquire trackage rights over a line of 
railroad owned by the Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Company (B&O), 2 North 
Charles Street, Baltimore. MD 21201. 
extending from Park Junction. 
Philadelphia. PA, to Potomac Yard, VA, 
a distance of 135.1 miles in PA. DE. MD 
and VA. The B&O line between Park 
Junction and Potomac Yard closely 
parallels the Northeast Corridor line 
owned by Amtrak, which now provides 


'This corrects the hearing date July 11. 1979. 
instead of July 9.1979. 


Conrad's exclusive route for North- 
South freight handled through Potomac 
Yard. Conrail seeks to reduce difficulties 
associated with lines used commonly for 
freight and passenger service. 

Conrad's attorney is Charles E. 
Mechem, 1138 Six Penn Center Plaza, 
Philadelphia, PA 19104. 

This application has been Filed as a 
proposed protective condition to the 
application in Finance Docket No. 28905 
(Sub-No. 1). et a/., CSX Corporation - 
Control-Chessie System, Inc., and 
Seaboard Coast Line Industries, Inc. In 
Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1). 
CSX Corporation (CSX) seeks authority 
to acquire control of the rail carriers 
subsidiary to Chessie System, Inc. (CSI), 
and Seaboard Coast Line Industries. Inc. 
(SCU), by CSX engaging in a merger 
with CSI and SCLI. Notice of this 
application, as well as directly related 
applications, was published in the 
Federal Register on February 15,1979, at 
44 FR 9839 (1979). The trackage rights 
sought to be acquired by Conrail involve 
a portion of the CSI line sought to be 
controlled by CSX. 

This application will be consolidated 
for disposition with the application in 
Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1). 
That application will be the subject of 
an oral hearing to be conducted by 
Administrative Law Judge David H. 
Allard commencing on June 25,1979. 
Interested parties will be advised when 
a prehearing conference on the 
application in Finance Docket No. 28905 
(Sub-No. 20) will be held. 

The Commission will exercise its 
authority under 49 U.S.C. 11345 and 
waive the initial decision in these 
proceedings. The determination of the 
merits of the application will be made 
by the entire Commission. 

Conrail operates a railroad system 
serving the following states: CT, DE. IL, 
IN, KY, MD. MA. Ml, MO, NJ, NY. OH, 
PA, RI. VA and WV. 

The application and exhibits are 
available for inspection in the Public 
Docket Room at the offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, DC. 

Because Conrad's application itself 
seeks a condition to approval of the 
application in Finance Docket No. 28905 
(Sub-No. 1), the Commission will 
entertain no requests for affirmative 
relief to Conrad's proposal. Parties may 
only participate in direct support of, or 
direct opposition to, Conrad's 
application as filed. 

In filing comments pursuant to 
directions given in the last paragraph of 
this notice, commentators must state 
specifically whether they intend to 
participate in the oral hearings on the 


application or whether they wish only to 
be placed on the service list to receive 
all notices and decisions issued by the 
Commission. Failure to state an 
intention to participate as a formal party 
will result in the commentator being 
placed in tha latter category. 

Interested persons may participate 
formally in this proceeding by 
submitting written comments regarding 
the application. Such submissions shall 
indicate the proceeding designation 
(F.D. No. 28905 (Sub-No. 20)), and the 
original and 10 copies shall be filed with 
the Secretary. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. D.C. 20423, 
not later than August 6,1979. Such 
written comments shall include the 
following: the person’s position, e.g., 
party protestant or party in support, 
regarding the proposed transaction, and 
specific reasons why approval would or 
would not be in the public interest. 
Additionally, interested persons who do 
not intend to participate formally in a 
proceeding but who desire to comment, 
may file such statements and 
information as they may desire, subject 
to the filing and service requirements 
specified. Persons submitting written 
comments to the Commission shall, at 
the same time, serve copies of such 
written comments upon Conrail, B&O (2 
North Charles St., Baltimore, MD 21201), 
the Secretary of Transportation and the 
Attorney General. 

Dated: June 15.1979. 

By the Commission. Chairman O’Neal, Vice 
Chairman Brown. Commissioners Stafford. 
Gresham. Clapp, and Christian. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19277 Filed 8-20-79, 8:45 am) 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


(Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1)] 

CSX Corp.—Control—Chessie System, 
Inc., and Seaboard Coast Line 
Industries, Inc. 

On February 15.1979, by notice 
published in the Federal Register at 44 
FR 9839 (1979), the Commission 
accepted the application of CSX 
Corporation (CSX), Chessie System, Inc., 
(CSI), Seaboard Coast Line Industries, 
Inc. (SCU), and the rail carrier 
subsidiaries of CSI and SCLI, which 
seeks authority under 49 U.S.C. 11343 for 
CSX to acquire control of the rail carrier 
subsidiaries of CSI and SCU by CSX 
engaging in a merger with CSI and SCU. 
Under that proposed transaction, the rail 
carriers will not be merged, although 
certain operating efficiencies among the 
carriers are proposed. Prior to Filing the 
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consolidation application, applicants 
requested, and the Commission 
approved, a waiver of the Commission’s 
Rail Consolidation Procedures. 49 CFR 
1111.4(a)(5). which requires appicants’ 
directly related applications to be filed 
concurrently with the primary 
application: applicants were given until 
May 21.1979, to file all directly related 
applications, including trackage rights 
and abandonments. 

On May 21,1979. the rail carriers did 
file seven trackage rights applications; 
those applications are the subject of this 
notice. Filed in conjunction with each 
trackage rights application was either a 
related construction and operation 
application or an abandonment 
application. The Commission has 
accepted all seven trackage rights 
applications as comlying substantially 
with the Commission's Rail 
Consolidation Procedures, 49 CFR Part 
1111. 

The applications are described below. 
All persons who wish to file comments 
pursuant to directions given in the last 
paragraph of this notice must file 
separate comments for each application. 
Ail commentators must state 
specifically, by docket number, which 
application is the subject of their 
comments. 

(1) In Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub- 
No. 3). Louisville and Nashville Railroad 
Company (L&N), 908 West Broadway, 
Louisville. KY 40203, seeks trackage 
rights over the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Railway Company (C&O). Terminal 
Tower, Cleveland, OH 44101, between 
KC Junction at Covington, KY, and 
milestone 648 at a point east of Stevens 
Yard at or near Melbourne, KY. L&N 
hIbo proposes to lease Stevens Yard 
from the C&O and perform certain 
switching for the account of C&O on the 
involved line. The total distance of the 
line is 14.65 miles. In Finance Docket No. 
28905 (Sub-No. 4). L&N and C&O have 
filed a directly-related application to 
Sub-No. 3 which seeks authority for the 
construction and operation of a 
connecting track between their lines at 
Newport KY. 

(2) In Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub- 
No. 5). L&N seeks trackage rights over 
the Baltimore and Ohio Chicago 
Terminal Railroad Company (B&OCT), 
230 W. Monroe Street, Chicago. IL 00606, 
between milepost 4.85. at or near East 
Chicago. IN. and milepost 30.66, at or 
near Rockwell Street Junction in 
Chicago. IL, a total distance of 
approximately 25.81 miles. B&OCT and 
L&N have filed two applications directly 
related to Sub-No. 5: (a) in Finance 
Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 6). B&OCT 
and L&N seek authority for the 


construction and operation of a 
connection between their lines at or 
near Calumet City. Cook County, IL. and 
at or near Hammond, Lake County. IN, a 
total distance of approximately 0.13 
miles, and (b) in Finance Docket No. 
28905 (Sub-No. 7). B&OCT and L&N seek 
authority for the construction and 
operation of a connecting line between 
B&OCT and the Indiana Harbor Belt 
Railroad Company at Dolton. Cook 
County. IL, a total distance of 
approximately 0.08 miles. These three 
related applications would permit L&N 
to consolidate its yard operations In the 
Chicago. IL. area. 

(3) In Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub- 
No. 9). L&N seeks trackage rights over 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railway 
Company (B&O), 2 North Charles Street 
Baltimore, MD 21201, between L&N’s 
connection with B&O’s track milepost 
125.0 at or near Mitchell, IN, and B&O's 
Cone Freight Yard milepost 335.46 at 
East St. Louis, IL, a total distance of 
approximately 210.5 miles. As part of 
the proposed transaction. B&O and L&N 
propose to coordinate their line and 
terminal operations on the portion of the 
trackage rights segment between 
milepoBt 170.0 at Washington, IN, and 
East St. Louis, IL. In conjunction with 
the trackage rights and coordinated 
operations, L&N and B&O have also 
entered into related agreements for the 
provision of yard, switching, agency and 
related services in Vincennes. IN, and 
East St. Louis, IL. In Finance Docket No. 
28905 (Sub-No. 10), L&N and B&O have 
filed a directly related application to 
Sub-No. 9 which seeks authority for the 
construction and operation of a 
connecting track between their existing 
lines in East St. Louis, IL 

(4) In Finance Docket Na 28905 (Sub- 
No. 11). B&O-and L&N have applied for 
approval of certain trackage rights and 
coordinated operations. B&O has also 
applied for authority to use jointly with 
other railroads the bridge and terminal 
facilities of the Covington and 
Cincinnati Elevated Railroad and 
Transfer and Bridge Company (C&C 
Bridge), and The Cincinnati Inter- 
Terrainal Railroad Company (CIT), both 
of Terminal Tower, Cleveland, OH 
44101. The lines involved are: L&N 
trackage rights over the B&O between 
Queensgate Yard and Fifth and 
Baymiller Streets in Cincinnati, 

Hamilton County. OH, a distance of 
approximately 0.97 mile; B&O joint use 
of the bridge and terminal facilities of 
C&C Bridge and CIT between Fifth and 
Baymiller Streets in Cincinnati. OH, and 
KC Junction at Covington. Kenton 
County, KY. a distance of approximately 
2.37 miles; B&O trackage rights over 


L&N between KC Junction and 
DeCoursey Yard at or near Covington. 
KY. a distance of approximately 3.2 
miles; B&O trackage rights over L&N 
between KC Junction at Covington, KY. 
and Louisville. Jefferson County. KY, a 
line traversing Kenton. Boone, Gallatin, 
Grant, Carroll, Owen, Henry. Oldham 
and Jefferson Counties, KY. for a 
distance of approximately 117 miles; 
and B&O trackage rights between 
milepost 3.0 and 11th and Maple Streets 
at milepost 0.3, in Louisville, KY, a 
distance of approximately 2.7 miles. The 
B&O and L&N also will coordinate 
certain terminal operations in the 
Cincinnati-Covington and Louisville 
areas and coordinate their road 
operations over the above lines. This 
transaction would permit the movement 
of B&O traffic between Cincinnati and 
Louisville over L&N lines, which traffic 
is now handled over B&O lines including 
its Louisville Subdivison. In No. AB-19 
(Sub-No. 41), as a matter directly related 
to the application in Sub-No. 11, B&O 
seeks to abandon a portion of the 
Louisville Subdivision between North 
Vernon and Nabb, IN, in Jennings, 
Jefferson, and Scott Counties, IN. 

(5) In Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub- 
No. 12), C&O seeks trackage rights over 
Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Company 
(SCL). 3600 West Broad Street. 
Richmond, VA 23230, between Brown 
Street Yard at milepost 1.3 in Richmond. 
VA. and the end of SCL Portsmouth 
Yard at milepost 1.0 in Portsmouth, VA. 
a distance of approximately 166.35 
miles. This route is via Weldon, NC. In 
addition, C&O and SCL propose to 
coordinate their operations over the SCL 
line and in the Norfolk-Portsmouth, VA, 
area. This transaction would permit the 
movement of C&O traffic over the SCL 
lines, which traffic is now handled over 
C&O’s carfloats operating between 
Newport News and the Norfolk area in 
Virginia. In No. AB-18 (Sub-No. 27). as a 
matter directly related to Sub-No. 12. 
C&O seeks authority to abandon (a) 
carfloat operations between Newport 
News, Va, and the Naval Operating 
Base in Norfolk. VA. and (b) the 
connection with the Norfolk and 
Portsmouth Belt Line Railroad Company 
at Sewells Point in Norfolk. 

(6) In Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub- 
No. 13), C&O seeks trackage rights over 
L&N between milepost 114.3 at or near 
Winchester, KY. and milepost 97.7 at or 
near North Lexington, KY. a total 
distance of approximately 16.6 miles. 

The proposed transaction would permit 
the movement of C&O overhead traffic 
over the L&N line, which traffic now 
moves over C&O's line between 
Winchester and Chilesburg, KY. In No. 
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AB-18 (Sub-No. 28). as a matter directly 
related to Sub-No 13, C&O seeks 
authority to abandon its line between 
Winchester and Chilesburg. 

(7) In Finance Docket No. 28095 (Sub- 
No. 14), C&O seeks trackage rights over 
L&N between milepost 1.9 at "MN" 
Junction, at or near East Louisville, KY. 
and a point near milepost 10.0 at 
Strawberry Yard in Louisville, KY, and 
between milepost 3.0 and 11th and 
Maple Streets, at milepost 0.3, in 
Louisville, KY. a total distance of 
approximately 2.7 miles. As part of the 
transaction. C&O and L&N propose to 
coordinate their line and terminal 
operations between Lexington and 
Louisville. KY. which would involve 
approximately 91 miles of L&N trackage 
between milepost 93.0 at or near 
Lexington, and milepost 1.9 at or near 
'‘MN" Tower in East Louisville, KY, over 
which C&O has trackage rights 
presently. In No. AB-18 (Sub-No. 29), as 
a matter directly related to Sub-No. 14, 
C&O seeks authority to abandon (a) its 
line known as Louisville Viaduct in 
Louisville, KY, and (b) its operating 
agreement with Consolidated Rail 
Corporation (Conrail) at ConRail's 
Preston Street Yard in Louisville. 

All of the proposed trackage rights 
agreements in Finance Docket No. 28905 
(Sub-Nos. 3, 5. 9.11.12,13 and 14) 
provide that they will become null and 
void unless the primary application in 
Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1) is 
approved and the agreement of merger 
between CSI and SCU is consummated. 

The attorney for L&N and SCL is R. 
Kyle Key. Jr.. Assistant General 
Attorney. P.O. Box 32290, Louisville, KY 
40232. The attorney for C&O. B&O, 
B&OCT, C&C Bridge, and CIT is Rene J. 
Gunning. 113, General Attorney, 2 North 
Charles Street. Baltimore, MD 21201. 

Any protestant who proposes to file 
traffic studies as evidence in opposition 
to any of the applications shall use 
studies that relate to the calendar year 
January 1.1977, through December 31. 
1977. 

Any person seeking protective 
conditions to any of the applications 
shall file with the Commission, and 
serve on applicants and other parties, a 
list of specific protective conditions with 
its comments pursuant to directions 
given in the last paragraph of this notice. 

The initial decision on these trackage 
rights applications will be waived, and 
the determination on the merits of the 
applications will be made by the entire 
Commission, pursuant to authority 
under 49 U.S.C. 11345(e). 

In Filing comments on the various 
applications, commentators must state 
specifically whether they intend to 


participate in the oral hearings on these 
applications or whether they wish only 
to be placed on the service list to 
receive all notices and decisions issued 
by the Commission. Failure to state an 
intention to participate as a formal party 
will result in the commentators being 
placed in the latter category. 

Interested persons may participate 
formally in a proceeding by submitting 
written comments regarding the 
application. Such submissions shall 
indicate the proceeding designation 
(F.D. No. 28905 (Sub-Nos. 3, 5, 9,11,12. 
13, or 14)) and the original and 10 copies 
shall be filed with the Secretary, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20423, not later than 
45 days after the date notice of the filing 
of the application is published in the 
Federal Register. Such written 
comments shall include the following: 
the person’s position, e.g., party 
protestant or party in support, regarding 
the proposed transaction and specific 
reasons why approval would or would 
not be in the public interest. 
Additionally, interested persons who do 
not intend to participate formally in a 
proceeding but who desire to comment 
thereon may file such statements and 
information as they may desire, subject 
to the filing and service requirements 
specified. Persons submitting written 
comments to the Commission shall, at 
the same time, serve copies of such 
written comments upon the applicants, 
the Secretary of Transportation and the 
Attorney General. 

Dated: June 15.1979. 

By the Commission, Chairman O’Neal, Vice 
Chairman Brown, Commissioners Stafford, 
Greshem. Clapp, and Christian. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc, 79-19274 Filed 0-20-79: 8.45 amj 

BILLING COOE 7035-01-M 


[Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 16)] 

Delaware and Hudson Railway Co. 
Trackage Rights Over (A) Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad Co. Between 
Shenandoah Junction, WV, and 
Washington, DC, and Between Park 
Junction, PA, and Washington, DC, and 
(B) Western Maryland Railroad Co. 
Between Shippensburg, PA, and 
Hagerstown, MD, and Between York, 
PA, and Baltimore, MD 

Delaware and Hudson Railway 
Company (D&H), 40 Beaver Street, 
Albany. NY 12207, filed with the 
Interstate Commerce Commission on 
May 21,1979, an application under 49 
U.S.C. 11343 (formerly section 5(2) of the 


Interstate Commerce Act) for authority 
to acquire trackage rights (a) over a line 
of railroad owned by the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company (B&O) between 
Shenandoah Junction, WV, and 
Washington. DC, and between Park 
Junction, PA, and Washington, DC, and 
(b) over a line of railroad owned by the 
Western Maryland Railroad Company 
(WM) between Shippensburg. PA, and 
Hagerstown. MD; between York. PA, 
and Baltimore, MD. via Emory Grove, 
MD; and between York, PA and 
Hargerstown, MD, via Gettysburg, PA. 
The total distance over B&O main and 
branch lines is approximately 217.8 
miles, and over WM lines approximately 
243.6 miles. 

The attorneys representing D&H are 
George H. Kleinberger. 40 Beaver St.. 
Albany, NY 12207, and William P. 

Quinn, 1800 Penn Mutual Tower, 510 
Walnut St., Philadelphia, PA 19106. 

The Commission is accepting this 
application although it is deficient. D&H, 
by decision served June 20,1979, has 
been advised of the deficiency and 
given until August 14,1979, to complete 
the application. 

This application has been filed as 
proposed protective conditions to the 
application in Finance Docket No. 28905 
(Sub-No. 1). et al, CSX Corporation - 
Control-Chessie System, Inc., and 
Seaboard Coast Line Industries, Inc. In 
Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1). 
CSX Corporation (CSX) seeks authority 
Jo acquire control of the rail carriers 
subsidiary to Chessie System, Inc. (CSI). 
and Seaboard Coast Line Industries. Inc. 
(SCLI), by CSX engaging in a merger 
with CSI and SCLI. Notice of this 
application, as well as the directly 
related applications, was published in 
the Federal Register on February 15. 

1979 at 44 FR 9839 (1979). The trackage 
rights sought to be acquired by D&H 
involve portions of the CSI line sought to 
be controlled by CSX. 

This application will be consolidated 
for disposition with the application in 
Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1). 
That application will be the subject of 
an oral hearing to be conducted by 
Administrative Law Judge David H. 
Allard commencing on June 25,1979. 
Interested parties will be advised when 
a prehearing conference on the 
application in Finance Docket No. 28905 
(Sub-No. 16) will be held. 

The Commission will excercise its 
authority under 49 U.S.C. 11345 and 
waive the initial decision in these 
proceedings. The determination of the 
merits of the application will be made 
by the entire Commission. 
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D&H operates a railroad line serving 
the following states: MD. NJ, NY. PA, 

VA and VT. 

The application and exhibits are 
available for inspection in the Public 
Docket Room at the offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, DC. 

Because D&H’s application itself 
seeks proposed conditions to approval 
of the application in Finance Docket No. 
28905 (Sub-No. 1), the Commission will 
entertain no requests for affirmative 
relief to D&H’s proposals. Parties may 
only participate in direct support of, or 
direct opposition to. D&H’s application 
as filed. 

In filing comments pursuant to 
directions given in the last paragraph of 
this notice, commentators must state 
specifically whether they intend to 
participate in the oral hearings on the 
application or whether they wish only to 
be placed on the service list to receive 
all notices and decisions issued by the 
Commission. Failure to state an 
intention to participate formally will 
result in the commentator being placed 
in the latter category. 

Interested persons may participate 
formally in this proceeding by 
submitting written comments regarding 
the application. Such submissions shall 
indicate the proceeding designation (F. 
D. No. 28905 (Sub-No. 16)), and the 
original and two copies shall be filed 
with the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington. DC. 20423, 
not later than August 6.1979. Such 
written comments shall include the 
following: the person's position. e.g. f 
party protestant or party in support, 
regarding the proposed transaction, and 
specific reasons why approval would or 
would not be in the public interest. 
Additionally, interested persons who do 
not intend to participate formally in a 
proceeding but who desire to comment, 
may file such statements and 
information as they may desire, subject 
to the filing and service requirements 
specified. Persons submitting written 
comments to the Commission shall, at 
the same time, serve copies of such 
written comments upon D&H. B&O and 
WM (both of 2 North Charles St., 
Baltimore, MD 21201), the Secretary of 
Transportation and the Attorney 
General. 

Dated: June 15,1979. 


By the Commission, Chairman O’Neal. Vice 
Chairman Brown. Commissioners Stafford, 
Gresham, Clapp, and Christian. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

JKR Doc. 79-19275 Filed 6-20-79; 6A5 am] 

BILUNG CODE 703S-01-4i 


[Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 17)1 

Stanley E. G. Hillman, Trustee of the 
Property of Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 
Paul and Pacific Railroad Co. Trackage 
Rights Over Louisville and Nashville 
Railroad Co. in Louisville, KY 

Stanley E. G. Hillman. Trustee of the 
Property of Chicago, Milwaukee. St. Paul 
and Pacific Railroad Company 
(Milwaukee), 516 We9t Jackson 
Boulevard. Chicago 1L 60606. on May 18, 
1979, filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission at Washington, DC. an 
application under 49 U.S.C. 11343 
(formerly section 5(2) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act) for trackage rights over 
a line of Louisville and Nashville 
Railroad Company (L&N) between L&N 
Milepost 1.17 at K.I.T. Junction an L&N 
Milepost 4.87 at Strawberry Yard, a 
distance of 4.70 miles wholly within 
Louisville, KY. 

Milwaukee's attorneys are Thomas H. 
Ploss and William L. Phillips, 888 Union 
Station, Chicago. IL 60606. 

This application has been filed as a 
proposed protective condition to the 
applications in Finance Docket No. 

28905 (Sub-No. 1) et al., CSX Corp. 
Control-Chessie System, Inc., and 
Seaboard Coast Line Industries, Inc. In 
Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1). 
CSX Corporation (CSX) seeks to acquire 
control of the rail carriers subsidiary to 
Chessie System, Inc. (CSI), and 
Seaboard Coast Line Industries, Inc. 
(SCLI), by CSX engaging in a merger 
with CSI and SCLI. Notice of this 
application, as well as the directly 
related applications, was published in 
the Federal Register on February 15. 

1979, at 44 FR 9839 (1979). The trackage 
rights sought by Milwaukee in Finance 
Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 17) involve 
operations over a portion of SCU 
property. 

This application will be consolidated 
for disposition with the applications in 
Finance Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1) et 
al. The latter matters will be the subject 
of an oral hearing to commence on June 
25,1979, before Administrative Law 
Judge David H. Allard. Interested parties 
will be advised when a pre-hearing 
conference on the application in Finance 
Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 17) will be 
held. 


The Commission will exercise its 
authority under 49 U.S.C. 11343 and 
waive the initial decision in these 
proceedings. The determination of the 
merits of the application will be made 
by the entire Commission. 

Milwaukee operates a railroad system 
serving the following states: ID, IL, IN, 
IA, KS. KY. ML MN, MO, MT, NE. ND, 
OR, SD. WA, and WI. 

The application and exhibits are 
available for inspection in the Public 
Docket Room at the offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, DC. 

Because Milwaukee's application 
seeks proposed conditions to approval 
of the application in Finance Docket No. 
28905 (Sub-No. 1), the Commission will 
entertain no requests for affirmative 
relief to Milwaukee’s proposals. Parties 
may only participate in direct support 
of, or direct opposition to. Milwaukee’s 
application as filed. 

In filing comments pursuant to 
directions given in the last paragraph of 
this notice, commentators must state 
specifically whether they intend to 
participate in the oral hearings or 
whether they wish only to be placed on 
the service list to receive all notices and 
decisions issued by the Commission. 
Failure to state an intention to 
participate will result in the 
commentator being placed in the latter 
category. 

Interested persons may participate 
formally in this proceeding by 
submitting written comments regarding 
the application. Such submissions shall 
indicate the proceeding designation 
(F.D. No. 28905 (Sub-No. 17)). and the 
original and ten copies shall be filed 
with the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington. D,C. 20423. 
not later than August 6,1979. Such 
written comments shall include the 
following: the person’s position, e.g., 
party protestant or party in support, 
regarding the proposed transaction, and 
specific reasons why approval would or 
would not be in the public interest. 
Additionally, interested persons who do 
not intend to participate formally in a 
proceeding but who desire to comment, 
may file such statements and 
information as they may desire, subject 
to the filing and service requirements 
specified. Persons submitting written 
comments to the Commission shall, at 
the same time, serve copies of such 
written comments upon Milwaukee. L&N 
(908 West Broadway. Louisville. KY 
40202), the Secretary of Transportation 
and the Attorney General. 

Dated: June 15,1979. 
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By the Commission. Chairman O'Neal, Vice 
Chairman Brown. Commissioners Stafford. 
Gresham. Clapp, and Christian. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary . 

|FR Doc. 79-10278 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am] 

BILLING COO€ 7035-01-4* 


(Notice No. 103] 

Motor Carrier Temporary Authority 
Applications 

| une 11.1979. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. These rules 
provide that an original and six (6) 
copies of protests to an application may 
be filed with the field official named in 
the Federal Register publication no later 
than the 15th calendar day after the date 
the notice of the filing of the application 
is published in the Federal Register. One 
copy of the protest must be serv ed on 
the applicant, or its authorized 
representative, if any, and the protestant 
must certify that such service has been 
made. The protest must identify the 
operating authority upon which it is 
predicated, specifying the "MC" docket 
and “Sub" number and quoting the 
particular portion of authority upon 
which it relies. Also, the protestant shall 
specify the service it can and will 
provide and the amount and type of 
equipment it will make available for use 
in connection with the service 
contemplated by the TA application. 

The weight accorded a protest shall be 
governed by the completeness and 
pertinence of the protestant* s 
information. 

Except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of its 
application. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington. D.C.. and also 
in the ICC Field Office to which protests 
are to be transmitted. 

Note.—A!! applications seek authority to 
operate as a common carrier over irregular 
routes except as otherwise noted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

By the Commission. 

H. G. Homme. |r.« 

Secretary. 

MC 682 (Sub-3 TA), filed March 2a 
1979. Applicant: BURNHAM VAN 
SERVICE. INC., 5000 Burnham Blvd., 


Columbus, GA 31907. Representative: 

W. H. Tomlinson, 5000 Burnham Blvd. 
Columbus. GA 31907. Self-propelled 
passenger or property carrying golf 
buggies and commercial adaptations 
thereof between the County of 
Richmond. GA on the one hand and on 
the other, all points and places in the 
U.S., for 180 days. Supporting Shippcr(s): 
E-Z-Go Car Div. of Textron, Inc., P.O. 

Box 388, Marvin Griffin Road. Augusta, 
GA 30903. Send protests to: Sara K. 

Davis TA, ICC, 1252 W. Peachtree St.. 
N.W., Room 300. Atlanta. GA 30309. 

MC 14252 (Sub-59TA). filed April 9, 
1979. Applicant: COMMERCIAL 
LOVELACE MOTOR FREIGHT. INC., 
3400 Refugee Road. Columbus, Ohio 
43227. Representative: John P. 

McMahon—George, Greek. King, 
McMahon & McConnaughey, 100 East 
Broad Street. Columbus, Ohio 43215. 
Common Regular. General commodities 
(except those of unusual value. classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk , and those 
requiring special equipment). between 
Cincinnati, OH and Bettendorf and 
Davenport, IA. and Rock Island and 
Moline, IL; from Cincinnati, OH. over 
Interstate Hwy 74 to Bettendorf and 
Davenport, IA, and Rock Island and 
Moline, IL, serving all intermediate 
points and the off-route points of Albion, 
Bridgeport. Canton, Fairfield, 
Lawrenceville, La wrenceville-Vincennes 
Air Base, Macomb, Monmouth, 

Vermont, and West Salem, IL, 

Bruceville, Carthage, Colfax, Frankfort. 
Kokomo. Linton. Marion, Lafayette, 
Napoleon. Rushville, Washington, and 
West Lafayette, IN. Clinton. Camanche, 
Fairport, Montpelier, and Muscatine, I A, 
and all off-route points in Champaign, 
Henry, Knox. McLean. Peoria. Rock 
Island, Tazewell, Vermillion, and 
Woodford Counties. IL, points in Boone, 
Fountain, Hamilton, Hendricks. 
Montgomery, and Shelby Counties, IN, 
and points in Scott County. IA. for 180 
days. Supporting Shipper(s): ‘There are 
169 supporting shippers. Their 
statements may be examined at the 
office listed below and Headquarters/* 
Send protests to: ICC, WM Jr. Green Jr. 
Federal Bldg., 600 Arch Street, 
Philadelphia, PA 19106. 

MC 20722 (Sub-37TA), filed April 11, 
1979. Applicant: M & G CONVOY. INC., 
590 Elk Street, Buffalo, NY 14240. 
Representative: Eugene C. Ewald. 
Attorney, 100 West Long Lake Road, Ste. 
102, Bloomfield Hills. Ml 48013. Motor 
vehicles except trailers in secondary 
movements, in trvekeway service, from 
Baltimore. MD to points in CT, IN, KY, 


ME, MI. NH, NC, OH. RI. SC, VT. VA. 
WV. Restricted to shipments having a 
prior movement from Japan, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper: Chrysler 
Corporation. P.O. Box 1976. Detroit, MI 
48231. Send protests to: Richard H. 
Cattadoris. DS, ICC. 910 Federal Bldg., 
Ill West Huron Street, Buffalo, NY 
14202. 

MC 44783 (Sub-9TA) filed April 13. 
1979. Applicant: THE MAHONING 
EXPRESS COMPANY. P.O. Box 557. 
Union St., Mineral Ridge. OH 44440. 
Representative: Earl N. Merwin, Esq., 85 
E. Gay St., Columbus. OH 43215. Iron 
and steel and iron and steel articles, 
from the facilities of Wheeling- 
Pittsburgh Steel Corporation at 
Alienport, PA. to points in IN, OH, and 
MI (lower peninsula), for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting Shippers): Wheeling- 
Pittsburgh Steel Corporation, P.O. Box 
118, Pittsburgh, PA 15230. Send protests 
to: Mary Wehner, D/S, ICC. 731 Federal 
Bldg., Cleveland, OH 44199. 

MC 59412 (Sub-lTA). filed April 12. 
1979. Applicant: JACK L MASSENDER. 
d.b.a., ZILLAH HAULING SERVICE. N. 
6502 Pittsburgh St., Spokane. WA 99207. 
Representative: George R. LaBissoniere, 
1100 Norton Bldg., Seattle. WA 98104. 
Lumber, wood products and roofing, 
between points in WA, on and east of 
U.S. Hwy 97 and points in ID north of 
the southern boundary of Latah and 
Clearwater Counties, ID. on the one 
hand and points in OR and CA on the 
other, for 180 day. Supporting Shipper(s): 
There are 9 shippers. Their statements 
may be examined at the office listed 
below and Headquarters. Send protests 
to: Shirley M. Holmes, T/A, ICC, 858 
Federal Bldg., Seattle, WA 98174. 

MC 80443 (Sub-20TA), filed April 3. 
1979. Applicant: OVERNITE EXPRESS. 
INC., 2550 Long Lake Road. Roseville, 
MN 55113. Representative: Samuel 
Rubenstein, 301 North Fifth Street, 
Minneapolis, MN 55403. Iron and steel 
beams, which because of size or weight 
require the use of special equipment , 
from Minneapolis, MN and its 
Commercial Zone to Mercer County, 

ND. for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shippers): St Paul Structural Steel Co., 
Traffic Manager, 162 York Avenue, St. 
Paul, MN 55101. Send protests to: 

Delores A. Poe, TA, ICC, 414 Federal 
Building & U.S. Court House. 110 South 
4th Street, Minneapolis, MN 55401. 

MC 103993 (Sub-960TA). filed March 
20,1979. Applicant: MORGAN DRIVE- 
AWAY. INC., 28651 U.S. 20 West. 
Elkhart, IN 46515. Representative: Paul 
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D. Borghesani (same address as 
applicant). Prefinished plywood panels, 
from the plantsite of Predco Precision 
Panels, Inc. at or near Pennsauken, NJ. 
to points in OH, IN. NY, PA, IL. WV. TN, 
KY, VA and Ml, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Predco Precision Panels, Inc., 
3900 River Rd., Pennsauken, N} 08110. 
Send protests to: Beverly J. Williams, 
Transportation Assistant, ICC, 46 E. 

Ohio St., Rm 429, Indianapolis, IN 46204. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. 

MC 103993 (Sub-965TA). filed March 

14,1979. Applicant: MORGAN DRIVE- 
AWAY. INC., 28651 U.S. 20 West, 
Elkhart, IN 46515. Representative: Paul 
D. Borghesani (same address as 
applicant). Self-propelled motor 
vehicles, in secondary movements, from 
the plantsites of Coachmen Industries, 
its divisions, and subsidiaries, in Elkhart 
and LaGrange Counties. IN, to points in 
the U.S. (including AK, but excluding 
HI), fof 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Coachmen Industries, Inc., P.O. Box 30, 
Middlebury. IN 46540. Send protests to: 
Beverly J. Williams, Transportation 
Assistant. ICC, 46 E. Ohio St.. Rm 429, 
Indianapolis, IN 46204. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. 

MC 107012 (Sub-373TA), filed April 2, 
1979. Applicant: NORTH AMERICAN 
VAN LINES. INC., P.O. Box 988, Fort 
Wayne, IN 46801. Representative: 

Gerald A. Burns (same address as 
applicant). Bicycles, tricycles, and parts 
and accessories, from the facilities of 
The Murray Ohio Manufacturing 
Company at or near Lawrenceburg, TN, 
to points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 
Restricted to traffic originating at the 
above named facilities and destined to 
the facilities of Western Auto Supply 
Company, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper: Western Auto Supply 
Company. 2107 Grand Avenue, Kansas 
City. MO 64108. Send protests to: 

Beverly J. Williams. Transportation 
Assistant, ICC, 46 E. Ohio St.. Rm 429, 
Indianapolis. IN 46204. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. 

MC 107012 (Sub-374TA). filed April 12. 
1979. Applicant: NORTH AMERICAN 
VAN LINES, INC., P.O. Box 988. Ft. 
Wayne. IN 46801. Representative: David 
D. Bishop, P.O. Box 988, Ft. Wayne, IN 
46801. Carpet from the facilities of C. H. 
Masland and Sons. Inc., located at or 
near Mobile, AL to points in IA and MN 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper: C. H. 
Masland and Sons. P.O. Box 40, Spring 
Road, Carlisle. PA 17013. Send protests 
to: Beverly J. Williams. Transportation 
Assistant. ICC. 46 E. Ohio St., Rm 429, 
Indianapolis. IN 46204. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. 


MC 107743 (Sub-56TA). filed April 2, 
1979. Applicant: SYSTEM TRANSPORT. 
INC., P.O. Box 3456 TA, Spokane, WA 
99220. Representative: J. Michael 
Alexander, First Continental Bank Bldg., 
5801 Marvin D. Love Freeway, Dallas. 

TX 75237. Plastic pipe and fittings, from 
the facilities of R & G Sloane 
Manufacturing Company, Inc. at or near 
Cleveland, OH. Bakersfield, Santa Ana 
and Sun Valley. CA to points in ID, MT. 
NV, OR, UT, WA and WY. for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): R & G Sloane 
Manufacturing Company, 7606 N. 
Clybourn, Sun Valley, CA 91352. Send 
protests to: Shirley M. Holmes, T/A, 

ICC, 858 Federal Bldg., Seattle, WA 
98174. 

MC 108053 (Sub-162 TA), filed April 9, 
1979. Applicant: LITTLE AUDREY’S 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, INC., 
1520 West 23rd St., Fremont, NE 68025. 
Representative: Arthur J. Sibik. 7025 So. 
Pulaski Rd., Chicago, IL 60629. Frozen 
foods, from Belvidere, IL to Watsonville, 
CA, for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shipper(s): Green Giant Company, 1100 
N. 4th St., LeSueur, MN 56058. Send 
protests to: Carroll Russell, ICC, Suite 
620 No. 14th St., Omaha, NE 68102. 

MC 111812 (Sub-363 TA). filed April 

13.1979. Applicant: MIDWEST COAST 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 1233. 

Sioux Falls, SD 57101. Representative: 
Lamoyne Brandsma (same address as 
applicant). Games and toys, NOI; and 
plastic articles from the facilities of 
Canandaigua Plastics located at or near 
Canandaigua, NY to Des Moines, IA for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Parker Brothers, 50 Dunham Road, 
Beverly, MA 01915. Send protests to: J. L. 
Hammond, DS, ICC, Room 455, Federal 
Bldg., Pierre, SD 57501. 

MC 112223 (Sub-120 TA). filed April 9. 
1979. Applicant: QUICKIE TRANSPORT 
COMPANY, 1700 New Brighton 
Boulevard, Minneapolis, MN 55413. 
Representative: Earl Hackling (same 
address as applicant). Anhydrous 
ammonia, in bulk, from Minneapolis-St. 
Paul and Vernon Center. MN to points in 
WI, for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seek 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shipper(s): Land O’Lakes Agricultural 
Services Division, Distribution Control 
Specialist, 2827 8th Avenue South, Fort 
Dodge, IA 50501. Send protests to: 
Delores A. Poe, TA, ICC, 414 Federal 
Building & U.S. Court House, 110 South 
4th Street, Minneapolis, MN 55401. 

MC 114273 (Sub-599 TA), filed April 

10.1979. Applicant: CRST. INC., P.O. 

Box 68. Cedar Rapids, IA 52406. 
Representative: Kenneth L. Core, (same 


address as applicant). Farm machinery 
from Vinton, IA to IL, IN, MI, OH, PA, 
WV, VA. MD. NY, DE, and KY for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Hawkbilt & Co., Div. of Chromalloy 
American Corp., 402 E. 6th St., Vinton. 

IA 52349. Send protests to: Herbert W. 
Allen, DS, ICC, 518 Federal Bldg., Des 
Moines. IA 50309. 

MC 114273 (Sub-600 TA). filed April 

10.1979. Applicant: CRST, INC., P.O. 

Box 68, Cedar Rapids, IA 52406. 
Representative: Kenneth L. Core, (same 
address as applicant). Feed ingredients 
except in bulk, in tank vehicles) from 
Cedar Rapids. IA to IL, IN, MI, OH, PA, 
and MD for 180 days. Supporting 
Shipper(s): Diamond V. Mills, 486 , ‘G ,, 
Ave., N.W., Cedar Rapids, IA 52405. 
Send protests to: Herbert W. Allen, DS, 
ICC, 518 Federal Bldg., Des Moines, IA 
50309. 

MC 115703 (Sub-16TA). filed March 

22.1979. Applicant: KREITZ MOTOR 
EXPRESS, INC., 220 Park Road North, P. 
O. Box 375, Wyomissing, PA 19610. 
Representative: Robert D. Gunderman, 
Esq., 710 Statler Building, Buffalo, NY 
14202. Plant relocation equipment, 
machinery, machinery parts, and 
articles which because of size or weight 
require the use of special handling or 
equipment, from Waynesboro, VA to 
Rock Hill, SC for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Century 
Contractors, Inc., Suite 229, Bldg. 4. 
Woodlawn Green. Charlotte. NC 28210. 
Send protests to: ICC, Federal Reserve 
Bank Bldg., 100 N. Seventh Street, Room 
620 Philadelphia. PA 19106. 

MC 118202 (Sub-114TA), filed April, 
1979. Applicant: SCHULTZ TRANSIT, 
INC., 323 Bridge Street, P.O. Box 406, 
Winona, MN 55987. Representative: 
Thomas J. Beener, 1 World Trade 
Center, Suite 4959, New York. NY 10048. 
Such articles as are dealt in by retail 
department stores from (1) Jersey City 
and Ridgefield. NJ to SC. GA, AL, MS, 
LA, FL and TN; (2) Augusta, GA to TX: 
(3) Laredo, TX to OK, AR, LA. MS. TN. 
AL, GA, FL, SC and NC, restricted in (1) 
and (2) above to traffic originating at the 
facilities of S. H. Kress and Company at 
the named origins and destined to the 
facilities of S. H. Kress and Company at 
the named origins and destined to the 
facilities of S. H. Kress and Company at 
the named destinations and restricted to 
(3) above to traffic originating at the 
named origin and destined to the 
facilities of S. H. Kress and Company at 
the named destinations, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): S. H. Kress and 
Company, Traffic Manager, 114 Fifth 
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Avenue. New York, NY 10011. Send 
protests to: Delores A. Poe. TA, ICC. 414 
Federal Building & U. S. Court House, 

110 South 4th Street, Minneapolis, MN 
55401. 

MC 116202 (Sub-115TA), filed April 26. 
1979. Applicant: SCHULTZ TRANSIT. 
INC- 323 Bridge Street. P.O. Box 406. 
Winona, MN 55967. Representative: 
Eugene A. Schultz, (same address as 
applicant). Meats, meat products, meat 
by-products, and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses. as described in 
Sections A, C, and D of Appendix I to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
766 (except hides and commodities in 
bulk) between Britt and Mason City, IA 
on the one hand. and. on the other, 
points in and east of ND, SD, NE, CO, 
OK and TX. restricted to shipments 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
utilized by Lauridsen Foods, Inc. at or 
near Britt, IA and Armour and Co. at 
Mason City. LA. for 180 days. Supporting 
shippers): Armour and Co., Greyhound 
Tower. Phoenix. AZ 85077. Send 
protests to: Delores A. Poe. TA. ICC. 414 
Federal Building & U. S. Court House, 

110 South 4th Street, Minneapolis. MN 
55401. 

MC 118202 (Sub-120TA). filed May 9, 
1979. Applicant: SCHULTZ TRANSIT, 
INC., 323 Bridge Street, P.O. Box 406, 
Winona. MN 55987. Representative: 
Thomas J. Beener. 1 World Trade 
Center, Suite 4959. New York, NY 1004a 
Foodstuffs (except in bulk) from the 
facilities of Quality Brands. Inc. at or 
near (1) Paw Paw. Ml to points in AR, 
CO. CT, DE. GA, IA, IN. IL. KS, KY. MA, 

MD. ME. MO. MN. NH. NE, NJ. NY, NC. 
OH. OK. PA, SC, TN. TX. VA. VT, WI. 

WV and DC; (2) Franklin, ME to points 
in AR. DE, CO, CT. GA. IA, IN, IL, KS, 

KY. MA, MI, MO. MN. NH, NE, NJ. NY, 
NC. OH. OK, PA, SC. TN, TX. VA. VT. 

WI, WV and DC; and (3) Middleport. NY 
to points in AR, DE, CO. CT, GA, IA, IN, 
IL. KS, KY, MA, MD. MI MO. MN. NH, 
NE. NJ, OH. OK. PA, SC, TN. TX. VA, 

VT, WI, WV and DC. restricted to traffic 
originating at the facilities of Quality 
Brands, Inc. at named origins and 
destined to named destinations, for 180 
days. Supporting shippers): Quality 
Brands. Inc.. 29525 Chagrin Boulevard, 
Cleveland. OH 44122. Send protests to: 
Delores A- Poe. TA, ICC, 414 Federal 
Building 110 South 4th Street, 
Minneapolis. MN 55401. 

MC 118263 (Sub-84TA), filed April 6. 
1979. Applicant: COLDWAY CARRIERS. 
INC., P.O. Box 2038, Clarksville. IN 
47130. Representative: William P. 
Whitney, Jr.. 708 McClure Bldg., 
Frankfort. KY 40601. Foodstuffs, foods 


and food ingredients (except 
commodities in bulk) in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
between the facilities of Morton Frozen 
Foods at or near Crozet, VA, on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in CT, IL, 
IN, KY, MA. ME. MI. NH, NJ. NY, OH, 
PA. RI, VT and WV. for 180 days. 
Supporting Shipper. Morton Frozen Food 
Division, ITT Continental Baking Co., 
Inc., 1 Morton Drive, Charlottesville, VA 
22906. Send protests to: Beverly J. 
Williams, Transportation Assistant, 

ICC. 46 E. Ohio St.. Rm 429, 

Indianapolis, IN 46204. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. 

MC 119632 (Sub-92TA). filed March 
20,1979. Applicant: REED LINES. INC., 
634 Ralston Ave., Defiance, OH 43512. 
Representative: Wayne C. Pence (same 
address as applicant). Pickles, in plastic 
or glass containers, from the facilities of 
Pilgrim Farms, Inc., at Plymouth, IN to 
points in the states of NJ, NY, PA, VA, 
WV, and Worcester, MA, for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shippers): Pilgrim 
Farms, Inc., 1430 Western Avenue. 
Plymouth, IN 46463. Send protests to: P. 

J. Crawford. TCS, 600 Arch St.. Rm. 3238, 
Philadephia, PA 19106. 

MC 119632 (Sub-93TA). filed April 11, 
1979. Applicant: REED LINES, INC., 634 
Ralston Ave., Defiance, OH 43512. 
Representative: Wayne C. Pence (same 
address as applicant). Foodstuffs . viz 
sauces, salt; food curing. preserving 
compounds (not in bulk nor in vehicles 
requiring mechanical refrigeration), 
from the facilities of Ragu Foods, Inc., at 
Rochester. NY to points in the states of 
IL, MI, OH. PA on and west of U.S. Hwy. 
220, and the commercial zone of 
Milwaukee, WI, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Ragu Foods. Inc., 
33 Benedict Place. Greenwich, CT 06830. 
Send protests to: P. J. Crawford, TCS. 

600 Arch St., Rm. 3238, Philadephia, PA 
19106. 

MC 121123 (Sub-2TA), filed March 23, 
1979. Applicant: LEONI MOTOR 
EXPRESS. INC., 501-23 Ashland 
Avenue. Chicago Heights, IL 60411. 
Representative: Thomas F. McFarland. 

Jr. and Stephen C. Herman. 20 North 
Wacker Drive, Room 1760, Chicago. IL 
60606. Iron and steel products: Between 
points in the Chicago, IL commercial 
zone, on the one hand, and points in IN 
on and north of Interstate Hwy. 70 from 
the western border of IN to Indianapolis, 
including Indianapolis, and to points on 
and north of Interstate Hwy. 74 from the 
eastern border of IN to Indianapolis, 
including Indianapolis, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipperfs): Interlake, Inc., 


135th Street & Perry Avenue. Chicago, IL 
60627. Send protests to: Annie Booker. 

TA Interstate Commerce Commission. 

219 South Dearborn Street, Room 1388, 
Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 123023 (Sub-llTA), filed March 
23,1979. Applicant: DI PIETRO 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 2201 Sixth Ave. 
S., Seattle. WA 98134. Representative: 
George H. Hart. 1100 IBM Bldg., Seattle, 
WA 98101. Bananas and agricultural 
commodities exempt from regulation 
under Section 10526(a)(6) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act when 
transported in mixed loads with 
bananas, from Port Hueneme. CA to 
points in WA. restricted to the 
transportation of traffic having prior 
movement by water, for 180 days. An 
underyling ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Del Monte 
Banana Company, 1201 Brickell Ave., 
Miami, FL 33101. Send protests to: 

Shirley M. Homes, T/A, ICC 858 Federal 
Bldg., Seattle, WA 98174. 

MC 124062 (Sub-19TA), filed April 3, 
1979. Applicant: FRICK TRANSPORT. 
INC- Wawaka, IN 46794. 

Representative: Donald W. Smith. Suite 
945, 9000 Keystone Crossing. 
Indianapolis, IN 46240. Liquid fertilizer, 
in hulk, in tank vehicles (1) from Yoder, 
IN to MI and OH and (2) from Lima. OH 
To IN and MI for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper. Amoco Oil Company, 200 E. 
Randolph Dr., Mail Code 1402, Chicago, 
IL 60601. Send protests to: Beverly J. 
Williams, Transportation Assistant. » 
ICC. 46 E. Ohio St.. Rm. 429, 

Indianapolis. IN 46204. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. 

MC 125433 (Sub-260TA), filed April 13, 
1979. Applicant: F-B TRUCK LINE 
COMPANY, 1945 South Redwood Road. 
Sait Lake City. UT 84104. 

Representative: John B. Anderson (same 
address as applicant). Uranium 
concentrates (yellow cake) from 
Bluewater, NM to Gore, OK and 
Metropolis, IL, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA requests 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Anaconda Copper Company, 555 17th 
Street, Denver, CO 80217. Send protests 
to: L. D. Heifer, DS. ICC, 5301 Federal 
Bldg., Salt Lake City. UT 84138. 

MC 126102 (Sub-24TA). filed April 2, 
1979. Applicant: ANDERSON MOTOR 
LINES, INC., 116 Washington Street, 
Plainville. MA 02762. Representative: 
Robert G. Parks, 20 Walnut Street. Suite 
101. Wellesley Hills, MA 02181. 
Contract-irregular, Display or storage 
racks and stands, and related parts or 
accessories, from the facilities of 
Richard A. Klein. Inc., at Norwood. MA. 
to points in the United States in and east 
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of MN, IA, MO. AR and LA (except MA, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper(s): 
Richard A. Klein, Inc., 349 Lenox St., 
Norwood, MA 02062. Send protests to: 
Gerald H. Curry, District Supervisor, 24 
Weybosset Street, Room 102, 

Providence, RI 02903. 

MC 126473 (Sub-37TA). filed April 13, 
1979. Applicant: HAROLD DICKEY 
TRANSPORT. INC., Packwood, LA 
52580. Representative: Kenneth F. 
Dudley, 611 Church St., Box 279, 
Ottumwa. IA 52501. Meat, meat 
products, meat by-products, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses as 
described in Sections A & C of 
Appendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 
209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of Geo. A. Hormel at Algona and 
Knoxcille, IA and the facilities of 
Carriage House at Ames. LA to New 
Orleans. LA and all points in GA, NC, 
SC, and TN for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Geo. A. Hormel & Company, 
P.O. Box 800, Austin, MN 55912. Send 
protests to: Herbert W. Allen, DS. ICC, 
518 Federal Bldg., Des Moines, IA 50309. 

MC 127042 (Sub-271TA), filed April 10, 
1979. Applicant: HAGEN. INC., 3232 
Hwy 75 North, P.O. Box 98—Leeds 
Station, Sioux City, IA 51108. 
Representative: Robert G. Tessar (same 
address as applicant). Meats, meat 
products, and meat by-products and 
articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses, as described in Sections 
A frC of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 
(except hides and except commodities 
in bulk), from Davenport, IA to 
Cherokee, Des Moines, and Laurens. IA, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper(s): 
Joseph R. Dixon, Oscar Mayer & Co., 

Inc., P.O. Box 7188. Madison, WI 53707. 
Send protests to: Carroll Russell, ICC. 
Suite 620,110 No. 14th St., Omaha, NE 
68102. 

MC 127303 (Sub-60TA), filed April 10, 
1979. Applicant: ZELLMER TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 343, Granville, IL 
61326. Representative: David C. 

Venable. 805 McLachlen Bank Building, 
666 Eleventh Street. NW. f Washington, 
D.C. 20001. Malt beverage (except in 
bulk, in tank vehicles) from LaCrosse, 

WI to Chicago, IL and points in its 
commercial zone, for 180 days. An 
outlying ETA was granted for 90 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): G. Heilman 
Brewing Co. Inc., 925 South Third Street, 
LaCrosse, WI 54601. Send protests to: 
Annie Booker, Interstate Commerce 


Commission, 219 South Dearborn Street, 
Room 1386, Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 127303 (Sub-6lTA). filed April 10. 
1979. Applicant: ZELLMER TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 343, Granville, IL 
61326. Representative: Dwight L. 

Koerber, Jr., 805 McLachlen Bank 
Building, 666 Eleventh Street, NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20001. Glass 
containers and enclosures therefor, from 
the facilities of Ball Corporation in 
Mundelein, North Chicago, and Chicago, 
IL to points in IA and MN, for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA was granted for 90 
days. Supporting shipper(s): Ball 
Corporation, 245 South High Street, 
Muncie, IN 47302. Send protests to: 
Annie Booker, Transportation Assistant, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 219 
South Dearborn Street, Room 1386, 
Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 127303 (Sub-62TA), filed March 
14,1979. Applicant: ZELLMER TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 343, Granville, IL 
61326. Representative: Dwight L. 

Koerber, Jr., 805 McLachlen Bank 
Building, 666 Eleventh Street, NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20001. Foodstuffs; 
from Rochelle, IL to points in WI and 
MN for 180 days. Applicant was granted 
an underlying ETA for 90 days operating 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Carnation Company, P.O. Box 328, 
Rochelle, IL 61018. Send protests to: 
Annie Booker. Transportation Assistant, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Everett McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 
South Dearborn Street, Room 1386, 
Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 128273 (Sub-346TA), filed April 13. 
1979. Applicant: MIDWESTERN 
DISTRIBUTION, INC., P.O. Box 189, Fort 
Scott, KS 66701. Representative: Elden 
Corban, P.O. Box 189, Fort Scott, KS 
66701. Paper and paper products and 
equipment, materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
paper and paper products from points in 
the states of AL, AR, CT, DE, FL, GA, IL, 
IN. IA, KS, KY. LA, MA, MD, ML MN. 
MS, MO, NE. NJ, NY, NC. OH. OK. PA. 
SC. TN. TX, VA, WV and WI and the D 
of C to West Carrollton, OH and 
Neenah, WI, RESTRICTED to traffic 
originating at the designated origin 
points and terminating at the facilities of 
Bergstrom Paper Company, for 180 days, 
common, irregular. Supporting 
shipper(s): Bergstrom Paper, Subsidiary 
of P. H. Glatfelter, Bergstrom Road, 
Neenah, WI 54956. Send protests to: M. 

E. Taylor. District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 101 Litwin 
Bldg., Wichita, KS 67202. 

MC 129102 (Sub-5TA), filed April 12, 
1979. Applicant: EDMIER 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 1500 South 


Cicero, Cicero, IL 60650. Representative: 
Joel H. Steiner, 39 South LaSalle St., 
Chicago, IL 60603. Salt, in pneumatic 
tank vehicles, from Chicago, IL to points 
in MI, for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Diamond Crystal Salt Co.. 

916 S. Riverside Avenue, St. Clair, MI 
48079. Send protests to: Annie Booker, 
TA, ICC, 1386 Everett Dirksen Bldg., 219 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, IL 
60604. 

MC 133852 (Sub-2TA), filed March 29, 
1979. Applicant: DUNLOP TRANSPORT 
LIMITED, 21 Highway Box 359, Petrolia, 
Ontario, Canada. Representative: Robert 
D. Schuler, 100 West Long Lake Road- 
Ste. 102. Bloomfield Hills. Ml 48013. 
Contract carrier: irregular routes; Soy 
bean meal, in bulk in dump vehicles, 
from Goodsells, MI to the port of entry 
on the International Boundary between 
the United States and Canada on the St. 
Clair River. Restricted to shipments 
destined to points in Canada, under a 
continuing contract with Pillsbury 
Canada Ltd. of London, Ontario, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Pillsbury Canada Ltd., Ste. 1204, 383 
Richmond St., London, Ontario, Canada. 
Send protests to: C. R. Flemming, D/S, 
ICC, 225 Federal Building, Lansing, MI 
48933. 

MC 135052 (Sub-18TA), filed April 13. 
1979. Applicant: ASHCRAFT 
TRUCKING, INC., 875 Webster Street. 
Shelbyville, IN 46176. Representative: 
Warren C. Moberly, 320 N. Meridian 
Street, #777, Indianapolis. IN 48204. 
Plastic articles, and plastic auto-body 
parts or trim from Edinburg, IN to AL, 
AR, CT, DE. FL. GA, IL, IN, IA, KS. KY. 
LA, ME, MD. MA, MI. MN, MO. MS, NE. 
NH, NJ. NC, NY, OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, 

TN, TX, VT, VA, WV, and WI for 180 
days. Supporting shipper: Alma Plastics, 
Amos Plant, 600 South Kyle Street, 
Edinburg, IN 46124. Send protests to: 
Beverly J. Williams, Transportation 
Assistant, ICC. 46 E. Ohio St., Rm. 429, 
Indianapolis. IN 46204. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. 

MC 135982 (Sub-26TA), filed April 9, 
1979. Applicant: S. L. HARRIS, d.b.a. 

PBI, P.O. Box 7031, Longview. TX 75601. 
Representative: Lawrence A. Winkle, 
P.O. Box 45538, Dallas. TX 75245. Paper 
Bags NOI, from the facilities of the 
Westvaco Paper Corporation in New 
Orleans. LA to points in TX for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Westvaco Paper Corporation, 1400 
Annunciation St., New Orleans, LA. 

Send protests to: Opal M. Jones. TA. 
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ICC, 1100 Commerce Street. Room 
13C12, Dallas. TX 75242. 

MC 136553 (Sub-73TA), filed April 12, 
1979. Applicant: ART PAPE TRANSFER, 
INC., 1080 E. 12th St.. Dubuque. IA 
52001. Representative: Thomas E. Leahy, 
Jr., 1980 Financial Center. Des Moines. 
IA 50309. Fertilizer, in bulk, from Pine 
Bend, MN to points in IA and WI for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): N-REN 
Corporation, P.O. Box 418, S. St. Paul. 
MN 55075. Send protests to: Herbert W. 
Allen. DS. ICC. 518 Federal Bldg.. Des 
Moines, IA 50309. 

MC 139973 (Sub-70TA), filed April 11, 
1979. Applicant: J. H. WARE 
TRUCKING, INC.. 909 Brown Street, 

P.O. Box 398, Fulton, Missouri 65251. 
Representative: Larry D. Knox, 600 
Hubbell Building. Des Moines, Iowa 
50309. (1) Electrical appliances, 
equipment and parts: and poleline 
hardware: (2) materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture, distribution 
and sale of electrical appliances, 
equipment, parts and poleline hardware 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
Centralia, MO on the one hand, and. on 
the other, South Plainfield, N.J. for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): A. B. 
Chance & Co., 210 N. Allen St., 

Centralia, Missouri 65240. Send protests 
to: Vernon V. Coble. D/S. ICC. 600 
Federal Building. 911 Walnut Street, 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106. 

MC 140553 (Sub-11TA), filed April 2, 
1979. Applicant: ROGERS TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 801 Erie Street. Logansport, IN 
46957. Representative: Thomas E. Leahy, 
Jr., 1980 Financial Center, Des Moines. 

IA 50309. Meat, and packinghouse 
products except hides and commodities 
in bulk, from the facilities of Wilson 
Foods Corp.. at Logansport, IN, to points 
in Cook County. IL and Plainfield, IL. for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: Wilson 
Foods Corporation, 4545 Lincoln Blvd., 
Oklahoma City, OK 73105. Send protests 
to: Beverly J. Williams. Transportation 
Assistant, ICC. 46 E. Ohio St., Rm 429, 
Indianapolis, IN 46204. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. 

MC 142062 (Sub-27TA). filed March 

19.1979. Applicant: VICTORY 
FREIGHTWAY SYSTEM. INC., P.O. Box 
P. Sellersburg. IN 47172. Representative: 
William P. Jackson. Jr., 3426 N. 
Washington Blvd., P.O. Box 1240, 
Arlington, VA 22210. Contract carrier - 
irregular routes: Custom wheels and 
parts thereof, from the facilities of 
American Racing Equipment Company 
at or near Torrance, CA. to points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI), for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Amercian Racing 


Equipment Company. 2600 Monterey St., 
Torrance, CA 90503. Under contract 
with American Racing Equipment 
Company at Torrance, CA. Send 
protests to: Beverly J. Williams, 
Transportation Assistant, ICC, 46 E. 

Ohio St., Rm 429, Indianapolis. IN 46204. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. 

MC 140273 (Sub-18TA). filed April 12, 
1979. Applicant: BUES1NG BROS. 
TRUCKING, INC., 2285 Daniels Street. 
Long Lake, MN 55356. Representative: 
Robert S. Lee, 1000 First National Bank 
Building, Minneapolis, MN 55402. (1) 
Coal tar emulsions, roof coatings and 
cements, and driveway and tennis court 
sealers (except commodities in bulk) 
from the facilities of Central-Allied 
Enterprises, Inc. at Hopkins, MN to 
points in LA and WI; and (2) Equipment, 
materials and supplies used in 
manufacture of commodities listed in (1) 
above (except commodities in bulk) 
from Compton, IL to the facilities of 
Central-Allied Enterprises, Inc. at 
Hopkins, MN. for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Central-Allied 
Enterprises, Inc., P.O. Box 1317, Willmar, 
MN 56201. Send protests to: Delores A. 
Poe, TA, ICC, 414 Federal Building & 

U.S. Court House. 110 South 4th Street, 
Minneapolis, MN 55401. 

MC 14102 (Sub-35TA), filed March 22, 
1979. Applicant: LINCOLN FREIGHT 
LINES. INC., P.O. Box 427, Lapel. IN 
46051. Representative: Norman R. 

Garvin, 1301 Merchants Plaza, 
Indianapolis, IN 46204. Contract carrier: 
irregular routes: (1) Canned fruit 
flavored beverages, non-carbonated: 
and (2) dry beverage preparations: and 
(3) canned single strength juice: and (4) 
material, equipment and supplies 
(except commodities in bulk), used in 
the manufacture, sale and production of 
the commodities in (1), (2) and (3) 
above, for 180 days. Supporting shipper: 
Penny Products, Inc., Red Gold Drive, 
Trafalgar, IN 46181. Send protests to: 
Beverly J. Williams. Transportation 
Assistant, ICC, 46 E. Ohio St.. Rm 429. 
Indianapolis, IN 46204. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. 

MC 141402 (Sub-36TA), filed March 

30.1979. Applicant: LINCOLN FREIGHT 
LINES. INC., P.O. Box 427, Lapel. IN 
46051. Representative: Norman R. 

Garvin, 1301 Merchants Plaza, 
Indianapolis, IN 46204. Contract carrier: 
Irregular routes: Paper and paper 
products, (1) between the facilities of 
Weston Paper Company at Terre Haute 
and Fort Wayne, IN and points in IL, 

KY, MI, OH and St. Louis County. MO 
and (2) from the facilities of Weston 


Paper Company at Lexington. KY to IL, 
IN. MI and OH, for 180 days. Under 
contract with Weston Paper Company at 
Terre Haute, IN. Supporting shipper: 
Weston Paper Company, 2001 North 
19th Street. Terre Haute, IN 47808. Send 
protests to: Beverly J. Williams, 
Transportation Assistant, ICC, 46 E. 

Ohio St., Rm 429, Indianapolis, IN 46204. 

MC 142062 (Sub-26TA), filed March 

19,1979. Applicant: VICTORY 
FREIGHTWAY SYSTEM, INC., Post 
Office Drawer P. Selehrsburg, IN 47172. 
Representative: William P. Jackson. Jr., 
3426 N. Washington Blvd., Arlington. VA 
22210. Contract carrier-irregular routes: 
Such commodities as are manufactureed 
or distributed by a manufacturer of 
aluminum and aluminum products, from 
the facilities of Reynolds Metal 
Company at or near Louisville, KY to 
Morrow, GA. for 180 days. Under 
contract with Reynolds Metal Company 
at Louisville, KY. Supporting shipper: 
Reynolds Metals Company. P.O. Box 
32920, Louisville, KY 40232. Send 
protests to: Beverly J. Williams, 
Transportation Assistant, ICC. 46 E. 

Ohio St.. Rm 429, Indianapolis, IN 46204. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. 

MC 143433 (Sub-8TA). filed April 12. 
1979. Applicant: B. L. GILBERT d.b.a. 
GILBERT TRUCKING CO.. 310 South 
First Avenue, Stroud. Oklahoma 74079. 
Representative: Greg E. Summy, P.O. 

Box 1540, Edmond, Oklahoma 73034. 
Meats, meat products and meat by¬ 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat packing houses, as described in 
sections A Sr C of Appendix I to the 
report in descriptions in motor carrier 
Certificates (except hides and 
commodities in bulk) Between points in 
the United States (except AK & HI) 
restricted to traffic moving for the 
account of Gurrentz International, Inc. 
For 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days. Supporting shipper(s): Gurrentz 
International Inc., 3525 W. Peterson 
Avenue. Chicago, IL 60659. Send 
protests to: Connie Stanley, 
Transportation Assistant, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Room 240 Old 
Post Office Bldg., 215 N.W. Third Street. 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102. 

MC 144883 (Sub-2TA), filed April 13, 
1979. Applicant: Earl Moore, d.b.a. 

S & M MARKETING, 836 Willow 
Street. Redwood City. CA 94063. 
Representative: Jack H. Blanshan. 205 
W. Touhy Ave.—Suite 200, Park Ridge, 

IL 60068. Bananas and agricultural 
commodities exempt from regulation 
under Section 10526(a)(6) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act when 
transported in mixed loads with 
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bananas, from the facilities of Del 
Monte Banana Co. at Port Hueneme, CA 
to points in OR, UT, #nd WA: Restricted 
to the transportation of traffic having a 
prior movement by water, for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): Del 
Monte Banana Company, 1201 Brickell 
Ave., Miami, FL 33101. Send protests to: 
M. M. Butler, District Supervisor, 211 
Main. Suite 500, San Francisco, CA 
94105. 

MC 144982 (Sub-0TA), filed April 3, 
1979. Applicant: OHIO PACIFIC 
EXPRESS, INC., 2385 South High Street, 
Columbus. Ohio 43207. Representative: 
Harry F. Horak, Suite 115, 5001 
Brentwood Stair Road, Fort Worth, TX 
76112. Furnaces, air conditioning, 
fittings and related parts, from 
Cincinnati, OH to points in AZ, CA, CO, 
ID, KS. MO. MT. NM, NV. OK, TX. UT. 
WA and WY, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): The Williamson 
Company, 3500 Madison Road, 
Cincinnati, OH 45209. Send protests to: 
ICC, Wm Green, Jr., Federal Bldg., 600 
Arch Street, Philadelphia, PA 19106. 

MC 145152 (Sub-75TA), filed April 2, 
1979. Applicant: BIG THREE 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
706. Springdale, AR 72764. 
Representative: Don Garrison, P.O. Box 
159, Rogers, AR 72756. Candy and 
Confectionery, from the facilities of E. J. 
Brach & Sons. Inc., at or near Chicago, IL 
to points in AR. DE, GA, IA, MD. NJ, 

NM, NY. OH, OK, PA. TX and VA, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): E. 
J. Brach & Sons. Inc., P.O. Box 802, 
Chicago. IL 60690. Send protests to: 
William H. Land, Jr., District Supervisor, 
3108 Federal Office Building, 700 West 
Capitol, Little Rock, AR 72201. 

MC 145432 (Sub-lTA), filed March 29. 
1979. Applicant: GEORGE RICHARDS 
TRANSPORT, LIT).. Box 100, King 
Street, Arkona, Ontario, Canada NOM 
1BO. Representative: Robert D. Schuler, 
100 West Long Lake Road—Suite 102, 
Bloomfield Hills. MI 48013. Contract 
Carrier—Irregular Routes. Soybean 
weal, in bulk in dump vehicles from 
Goodells, MI to port of entry on the 
International Boundary between the 
United States and Canada on the St. 
Clair River. Restricted to shipments 
destined to points in Canada, under a 
continuing contract with Pillsbury 
Canada Ltd. to London, Ontario. For 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): 

Pillsbury Canada Limited, 383 Richmond 
Street Ste. 1204, London, Ontario, 
Canada. Send protests to: C. R. 


Flemming, D/S. I.C.C., 225 Federal 
Building, Lansing, MI 48933. 

MC 145603 (Sub-2TA), filed April 5, 
1979. Applicant: B & H TRUCKLNG, 

INC., 570 West 17th Street, Indianapolis, 
IN 46202. Representative: James L. 
Beattey, 130 E. Washington St., Suite 
1000, Indianapolis. IN 46204. Malt 
beverages . in containers, related 
advertising materials and supplies used 
in the sale and distribution of malt 
beverages (1) Between Newport, KY, 
and points and places in IN and the 
Lower peninsula of MI. and (2) between 
Evansville. IN, and Newport, ICY, and all 
points in the Lower peninsula of MI for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: G. 
Heileman Brewing Company, Inc., 925 
South Third Street, La Crosse, WI 54601. 
Send protests to: Beverly J. Williams, 
Transportation Assistant, ICC, Rm. 429, 
46 E. Ohio St., Indianapolis, IN 46204. 

An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. 

MC 145713 (Sub-2TA), filed April 5, 
1979. Applicant: TAURUS TRUCKING 
CORP.. 199 Calcutta Street, Port 
Newark. NJ 07114. Representative: 
Michael R. Werner, 167 Fairfield Road, 
P.O. Box 1409, Fairfield, NJ 07006. 
Packing house products and chemicals 
(except commodities in bulk), moving in 
twenty and forty foot containers. 
Between the facilities of Polish Ocean 
Lines, Inc. located at Port Newark, NJ, 
Philadelphia, PA, Baltimore, MD, 
•Norfolk. VA and Boston, MA, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): Polish 
Ocean Lines, Inc., One World Trade 
Center. New York, NY 10048. Send 
protests to: Irwin Rosen, TS, ICC, 9 
Clinton Street, Room 618, Newark, NJ 
07102. 

MC 146032 (Sub-2TA), filed March 21, 
1979. Applicant: SKYCAB, INC., 137 N. 
4th St., Phila., PA 19106. Representative: 
Steven M. Tannenbaum, 135 N. 4th St., 
Phila., PA 19106. Pharmaceuticals, 
radioactive medicines and materials 
and supplies used in the distribution 
and use of such commodities (except in 
bulk), between (1) the facilities of E. R. 
Squibb and Sons, Inc., at or near New 
Brunswick, NJ and its commercial zone 
and the facilities of SKYCAB, Inc. at 
East Brunswick, NJ and (2) points in the 
U.S. (a non-radial authority), for 180 
days. Restricted to the traffic of such 
commodities of E. R. Squibb and Sons, 
Inc. Supporting shipper(s): E. R. Squibb 
and Sons, Inc., Georges Rd., New 
Brunswick, NJ 08903. Send protests to: 
Peter R. Guman, D/S, 600 Arch St.. Rm. 
3238. Phila., PA 19106. 

MC 146263 (Sub-lTA). filed March 15. 
1979. Applicant: EDWIN M. & NADINE 


N. COX, d.b.a. E. M. Cox Trucking, 2820 
Cherokee Lane. Mt. Vernon, WA 98273. 
Representative: Edwin M. Cox, same as 
above. Contract carrier: irregular routes: 
(1) Cull brick, from Everett, WA to the 
Port of Entry on the U.S.-Canada 
International Boundary line at Sumas, 
WA and (2) raw clay, from the Port of 
Entry on the U.S.-Canada International 
Boundary line at Sumas, WA to Everett 
WA, for the account of Claybum, Inc., 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Claybum, Inc., Box 2828, Everett, WA 
98203. Send protests to: Shirley M. 
Holmes, T/A, ICC, 858 Federal Bldg., 
Seattle, WA 98174. 

MC 146272 (Sub-2TA), filed Feb. 8. 
1979. Applicant: J & H TRUCKING LTD., 
Box 255, Lillooet. B. C. VOK 1VO. 
Representative: James Dobbins, same as 
above. Contract carrier: irregular routes: 
Lumber, veneer and railroad ties, from 
Ports of Entry on the International 
Boundary line between the U.S. and 
Canada, located at Blaine and Sumas, 
WA to Arlington, WA, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): W. A. Cook, Box 
398, Lillooet, B. C. VOK 1VO. Send 
protests to: Shirley M. Holmes, T/A, 

ICC, 858 Federal Bldg., Seattle, WA 
98174. 

MC 146302 (Sub-lTA), filed April 11, 
1979. Applicant: ROBERT KOLBECK, 
d.b.a. Kolbeck Trucking, Rt. 2. 3977 Co. 
Hwy. J North, Schofield, WI 54476. 
Representative: Nancy Johnson. 103 E. 
Washington St., Crandon. WI 54520 
Paper and paper products from Broka w, 
WI to points in MN. Ml, IL (except Cook 
County), IN, IA, OH & MO, for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Wausau Paper 
Mills Co.. Brokaw, WI 54417. Send 
protests to: Gail Daugherty, 
Transportation Asst., Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operations, U.S. Building & 
Courthouse, 517 East Wisconsin 
Avenue, Room 619, Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin 53202. 

MC 146473 (Sub-2TA), filed April 9, 
1979. Applicant: C.L.D. 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., 751 
Broadway, Bayonne, NJ 07002. 
Representative: Charles J, Williams. 

1815 Front St., Scotch Plains, NJ 07076. 
Contract irregular. Passengers and their 
baggage, in charter operatons, beginning 
and ending at Bayonne, NJ and 
extending to points in the US, under a 
continuing contract with Domenico 
Tours, Inc. of Bayonne, NJ for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Domenico Tours, Inc., 751 Broadway. 
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Bayonne, NJ 07002. Send protests to: 
Robert E. Johnston, D/S, ICC, 9 Clinton 
St., Room 618, Newark. NJ 07102. 

MC 146532 (new) (Sub-TA). filed 
March 13.1979. Applicant: INTERWEST 
TRUCKING. INC., 7268 South Broadway, 
Cortez, CO 81321. Representative: David 
E. Driggers. 1660 Lincoln Street. Suite 
1600, Denver, CO 80264. Sulphuric acid, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles . from 
Inspiration and Hayden. AZ to 
Bluewater. Church Rock and Ambrosia 
Lake, NM. for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Chemical Marketing Service, 
Suite 2501, Fourth National Bank, Tulsa, 
OK 74119. Send protests to: District 
Supervisor Herbert C. Ruoff. 492 U.S. 
Customs House, 721 19th Street Denver, 
CO 80202. 

MC 146553 (Sub-1 TA). filed March 19, 
1979. Applicant: ADRIAN CARRIERS, 
INC.. P.O. Box 3532. Davenport. LA 
52808. Representative: James M. Hodge, 
1980 Financial Center, Des Moines. IA 
50309. Iron and steel scrap metal from 
Los Angeles and San Jose. CA to the 
facilities of Alloy Metal Products at 
Davenport, LA for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shippers): Alloy Metal 
Products. 626 Schmidt Road. Davenport, 
IA 52808. Send protests to: Herbert W. 
Allen. DS. ICG 518 Federal Bldg., Des 
Moines, LA 50309. 

MC 146553 (Sub-2TA), filed March 21. 
1979. Applicant: ADRIAN CARRIERS. 
INC. P.O. Box 3532, Davenport, LA 
52808. Representative: James M. Hodge, 
1980 Financial Center, Des Moines. IA 
50309. Wine from points in Sonoma. 
Santa Clara, Alameda. Napa, San 
Mateo, and Madera Counties, CA to 
Rock Island, Peoria, and Galesburg, IL 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Saelens Beverages, Inc., 7819 42nd St. 
West. Rock Island. IL 61201. Send 
protests to: Herbert W. Allen, DS. ICC, 
518 Federal Bldg., Des Moines. IA 50309. 

MC 146573 (Sub-2TA), filed March 29, 
1979. Applicant: LASALLE TRUCKING. 
INC., P.O. Box 46, Peru, IL 61354. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley. 666 
Eleventh St,. N.W.. Washington, D.C. 
20001. Iron & Steel and Iron & Steel 
Aricles. From the facilities of Jones and 
Laughlin Steel Corporation located in 
Chicago. IL and points in its commercial 
zone to points in IL. IA and St. Louis. 

MO and points in Missouri in the St. 
Louis. MO—E. St. Louis, IL commercial 
zone. 180 days. Supporting shippers): 
Jones & Laughlin Steel Corp., 3001 
Dickey Road. East Chicago, IL 46312. 
Send protest to: T/A Annie Booker. 


Room 1386, 219 S. Dearborn. Chicago, IL 
60604. 

MC 146573 (Sub-6TA). filed March 23. 
1979. Applicant: LASALLE TRUCKING, 
INC., P.O. Box 46. Peru. IL 61354. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 
McLachlen Bank Building. 666 Eleventh 
St,. N.W.. Washington, D.C. 20001. 
Fertilizer, fertilizer solutions, and 
ingredients thereof, in bulk, between the 
facilities of Kerley Industries. Inc., at or 
near Ottawa, IL on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in IL, IN, LA, MO. 
MN, WI. OH. PA. MI. KY. NE. SD and 
ND for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
was granted for 90 days authority. 
Supporting shippers(s): Kerley 
Industries, Inc., P.O. Box 554, Ottawa. IL 
61350. Send Protests to: Annie Booker, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 219 
South Dearborn Street, Room 1388, 
Chicago. IL 60604. 

MC 148662 (Sub-lTA), filed April 3. 
1979. Applicant: Gerald E. Veine and 
Patrick M. Cusack, Partnership, 1123 
Fairlawn, St. Joseph. MI 49085. 
Representative: Gerald E. Veine, 1123 
Fairlawn, St. Joseph, Ml 49085. General 
commodities, except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shippers(s): 
Avion Service Department, 1576 E. 
Empire Avenue, Benton Harbor. MI; 
Gersonde Equipment Co., Inc., 2450 
South M-139, P.O. Box 1007, Benton 
Harbor, MI 49022; Gast Manufactures 
P.O. Box 97, Benton Harbor, Ml 49022; 
Heath Company. Hilltop Road. St. 
Joseph. MI 49085. Send protests to: C. R. 
Flemming. D/S, I.C.C., 225 Federal 
Building, Lansing, MI 48933. 

MC 146683 (Sub-lTA). filed March 29. 
1979. Applicant: WALRUS TRUCK & 
CRANE SERVICES LTD., 7856—112th 
St.. Delta, B.C. Canada V4C 3W1. 
Representative: Russ Neil. 7871—112A 
St.. Delta, B.C., Canada V4C 4Y4. 
Contract carrier: irregular routes: (1) 
Glue-laminated beams, between the 
Ports of Entry on the B.C.-WA border on 
the one hand, and. on the other points in 
OR and WA; and (2) lumber, from points 
in OR and WA to the Ports of Entry on 
the B.C.-W border, for the account of 
Coast Laminated Timbers Ltd., for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 day 9 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): Coast 
Laminated Timbers Ltd., 7449 River Rd., 
Delta, B.C.. Canada V4K 3N3. Send 
protests to: Shirley M. Holmes. T/A, 

ICC, 858 Federal Bldg., Seattle, WA 
98174. 


MC 146722 (Sub-lTA). filed April 12, 
1979. Applicant: JOE PRYOR d.b.a. JOE 
TRANSPORT, 1616 E. 78th Ave. Space 
72. Denver, CO 80229. Representative: 

Joe Pryor, same address a9 applicant. 
Iron and steel articles, scrap metal and 
brick (1) from Los Angeles. CA and its 
commercial zone to Las Vegas. NV and 
Anaheim. CA and (2) from Los Angeles. 
CA and its commerical zone to Denver, 
CO for 180 days. Underlying ETA filed 
seeking 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper: Engbar Pipe and Steel. 4755 
Washington. Denver. CO 80216. Send 
protest to: D/S Roger L Buchanan. ICC, 
721 19th St., 492 U.S. Customs House, 
Denver. CO 80202. 

MC 146723 (Sub-lTA). filed March 23. 
1979. Applicant; J. C. BANGERTER & 
SONS. INC., 1265 North Main Street. 
Bountiful, UT 84010. Representative: 
Harry D. Pugsley. Attorney, 1283 East 
South Temple #501, Salt Lake City, UT 
84102. Bananas and agricultural 
commodities exempt from regulation 
under Section 10526fa)(6) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act when 
transported in mixed loads with 
bananas. (Restricted to transportation of 
bananas having a prior movement by 
water) from the facilities of Del Monte 
Banana Co. at Port Hueneme, CA to 
points in UT and ID for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(8): Del Monte 
Banana Company, 1201 Brickell Avenue, 
Miami, FL 33101. Send protests to: L D. 
Heifer, DS, ICC, 5301 Federal Bldg., Salt 
Lake City. UT 84138. 

MC 146732 (Sub-lTA). filed April 9. 
1979. Applicant: LAUBENTHAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORT, John 
Laubenthal, d.b.a. 1421 Garford Avenue, 
Elyria, OH 44035. Representative: 
Richard H. Brandon. 220 West Bridge 
St., Dublin, OH 43017. Iron and steel 
fluxing compound [except in bulk), from 
Cleveland, OH, to Chicago, IL, and its 
commercial zone, for 180 days. 
Supporting shippers): Cleveland 
Metallurgical, 13821 McCracken Rd.. 
Clevelend, OH 44125. Send protests to: 
Mary Wehner, D/S, ICC, 731 Federal 
Bldg., Cleveland, OH 44199. 

MC 148763 (Sub-lTA). filed April 10. 
1979. Applicant: IOWA-CAUFORNIA 
EXPRESS. INC., 4603 So. 96th St., 

Omaha. NE 68127. Representative: 
Norman Drennen, same address as 
applicant. (1) Cabinets. knocked down, 
and accessories, from Grants Pass, 
Hillsboro, and Park Rose. OR, to 
Mountville, PA; Ottumwa. IA; and 
Denver, CO; and (2) Accessories used in 
the manufacture of cabinets, from 
Memphis, TN and Rockford, IL to Grants 
Pass, Hillsboro, and Park Rose. OR, for 
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180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Diamond Industries. Division of 
Medford Corporation, 550 S.E. Mill St., 
Grants Pass, OR 97526. Send protests to: 
Carroll Russell, ICC, Suite 620,110 No. 
14th St.. Omaha, NE 68102. 

MC 146812 (Sub-lTA), filed April 11, 
1979. Applicant: DONALD P. & HENRY 
J. STEINHAUER, d.b.a. Steinhauer 
Farms, Rt. 1, 5355 Hwy. J, Mt. Horeb, WI 
53572. Representative: Michael Varda, 
121 S. Pinckney St., Madison. Wl 53703. 
Dry fertilizer and soybean meal, in bulk, 
from points in IA, MN & 1L to Black 
Earth, Middleton and Mt. Horeb, WI. for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Mt. Horeb Farmers, Co-op; Mt. Horeb, 
WI 53573; Patrons’ Mercantile Coop., 
Black Earth, WI 53515; Mounds Agri- 
Service, Inc., Middleton. WI 53562. Send 
protests to: Gail Daugherty, 
Transportation Asst., Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Bureau of 
Operators, U.S. Federal Building & 
Courthouse, 517 East Wisconsin 
Avenue, Room 619, Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin 53202. 

MC 146832 (Sub-lTA), filed April 12, 
1979. Applicant: H. G. CONWAY, d.b.a. 
R. V. TOWING, 13507 U.S. 99 S., Everett 
WA 98204. Representative: Michael D. 
Duppenthaler, 211 S. Washington St, 
Seattle, WA 98104. Contract carrier 
irregular routes: Travel trailers, 
designed to be drawn by passenger 
vehicles, from Portland, McMinnville 
and Mt. Angel. OR and Woodland and 
Vacaville, CA to points in the Seattle, 
WA Commercial Zone, for the accounts 
of Apache Camping Trailers, Hearron's 
Recreational Vehicle Center, Inc. and 
Karr’s Korral, Inc., for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Apache Camping 
Trailers. 17828 Auroral N., Seattle, WA 
98133; Karr’s Korral, Inc., 9700 Evergreen 
Way, Everett, WA; Hearron’s 
Recreational Vehicle Center, Inc., 125 
Highway 99 S., Everett, WA. Send 
protests to: Shirley M. Holmes, T/A, 

ICC, 858 Federal Bldg., Seattle. WA 
98174. 

MC 147332 (Sub-TA), filed April 12, 
1979. Applicant: SUBURBAN 
AIRPORTER. INC., 713 110th N.E., 
Bellevue. WA 98004. Representative: 
Richard Reininger, same as above. 
Passengers and their baggage in charter 
operations, both roundtrip and one way, 
in vehicles carrying 15 passengers or 
less, between Island, King. Kitsap, 

Skagit, Pierce. Snohomish, San Juan, and 
Chelan Counties, WA and points in ID, 
OR and Ports of Entry on the 
International boundary between the U.S. 


and Canada in ID and WA, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): United Airlines. 
Seattle-Tacoma International Airport, 
Seattle, WA 98158. Send protests to: 
Shirley M. Holmes. T/A. ICC. 858 
Federal Bldg.. Seattle, WA 98174. 

|FR Doc. 79-19287 Piled 8-20-79; 845 am) 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


(Notice No. 101] 

June 12,1979. 

Motor Carrier Temporary Authority 
Applications 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. These rules 
provide that an original and six (6) 
copies of protests to an application may 
be filed with the field official named in 
the Federal Register publication no later 
than the 15th calendar day after the date 
the notice of the filing of the application 
is published in the Federal Register. One 
copy of the protest must be served on 
the applicant, or its authorized 
representative, if any, and the protestant 
must certify that such service has been 
made. The protest must identify the 
operating authority upon which it is 
predicated, specifying the “MC” docket 
and “Sub” number and quoting the 
particular portion of authority upon 
which it relies. Also, the protestant shall 
specify the service it can and will 
provide and the amount and type of 
equipment it will make available for use 
in connection with the service 
contemplated by the TA application. 

The weight accorded a protest shall be 
governed by the completeness and 
pertinence of the protestant’s 
information. 

Except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of its 
application. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary. Interstate Commerce 
Commission. Washington. D.C., and also 
in the ICC Field Office to which protests 
are to be transmitted. 

Note.—All applications seek authority to 
operate as a common carrier over irregular 
routes except as otherwise noted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

MC 109708 (Sub-98 TA), filed May 4, 
1979. Applicant: INDIAN RIVER 
TRANSPORT CO. d.b.a.. INDIAN 
RIVER TRANSPORT. INC., 2580 
Executive Rd., P.O. Box AG. Dundee, FL 


33838. Representative: William C. 

Bailey, (same address as applicant). 
Vegetable oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Rocky Mount and Maxton, NC, 
Darlington, SC. Dawson, Gainesville 
and Augusta, GA, Graceville, FL, and 
Birmingham. Dothan and Enterprise, AL 
to St. Rose and Avondale, LA, Mobile. 
AL, Jacksonville, FL and Savannah, GA 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting 
Shippers(s): Alimenta (U.S.A.), Inc., P.O. 
Box 88987. Atlanta, GA 30338. Send 
protests to: Donna M. Jones, T/A. ICC, 
Monterey Bldg.. Suite 101, 8410 NW., 

53rd Terr., Miami, FL 33166. 

MC 109708 (Sub-99TA), filed May 8, • 
1979. Applicant: INDIAN RIVER 
TRANSPORT CO. d.b.a., INDIAN 
RIVER TRANSPORT. INC., 2580 
Executive Rd., P.O. Box AG, Dundee, FL 
33838. Representative: William C. 

Bailey, (same address as applicant). 
Hydrolized vegetable protein, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from (1) Harbor Beach, MI 
to St. Albans, VT and (2) from Harbor 
Beach, MI and Decatur and Chicago, IL 
to Bangor and Oconomowoc, WI for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shippers(s): 
Strange Co.—Keratene Division, 50 Fruit 
St., Winsted, CT 06098. Send protests to: 
Donna M. Jones, T/A, ICC, Suite 101, 
8410 NW., 53rd Terr., Miami, FL 33166. 

MC 109708 (Sub-IOOTA), filed April 27. 
1979. Applicant: INDIAN RIVER 
TRANSPORT CO. d.b.a., INDIAN 
RIVER TRANSPORT. INC., 2580 
Executive Rd.. P.O. Box AG, Dundee. FL 
33838. Representative: William C. 

Bailey, (same address as applicant). 
Liquid yeast, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from St. Louis, MO and E. Brunswick, NJ 
to Jacksonville, FL for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting Shippers(s): Anheuser-Busch, 
Inc., 721 Pestalozzi St., St. Louis, MO 
63118; Anheuser-Busch. Inc., 85 Main St., 
East Brunswick, NJ 08816. Send protests 
to: Donna M. Jones. T/A, ICC. Monterey 
Bldg., Suite 101. 8410 NW., 53rd Terr., 
Miami, FL 33166. 

MC 110988 (Sub-388TA), filed May 16. 
1979. Applicant: SCHNEIDER TANK 
LINES. INC., 4321 W. College Ave., 
Appleton, Wl 54911. Representative: 

John Patterson, 2480 E. Commercial 
Blvd., Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33308. 

Industrial washing compound and other 
various non-hazcrdous chemicals in 
compartmented trailers from Calvert 
City, KY to Los Angeles, Richmond, and 
Oakland. CA and Salt Lake City, UT, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
GAF Corp., 1361 Alps Rd., Wayne. NJ 
07470. Send protests to: Gail Daugherty, 
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TA. ICC, 517 E. Wisconsin Ave., Rm. 

619. Milwaukee. WI 53202. 

MC 110988 (Sub-389TA). filed May 21, 
1979. Applicant: SCHNEIDER TANK 
LINES, INC., 4321 W. College Ave., 
Appleton, WI 54911. Representative: 

John Patterson. 2480 E. Commercial 
Blvd., Ft. Lauderdale, FL 33308. Inedible 
grease and edible lard from St. Paul, MN 
to Chicago. IL and Hammond, IN. for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shippers): Iowa 
Pork Industries, 5738 Olson Hwy., 
Minneapolis, MN 55422. Send protests 
to: Gail Daugherty, TA, ICC, 517 E. 
Wisconsin Ave., Rm. 819, Milwaukee, 

WI 53202. 

MC 113678 (Sub-809TA). filed May 21. 
1979. Applicant: CURTIS. INC., 4810 
Pontiac St., Denver. CO 80022. 
Representative: Roger M. Shaner, (same 
as applicant). Frozen human plasma 
(except in bulk) from Denver, CO to 
Louisville. KY: Chicago. IL: Abilene and 
San Antonio. TX for 180 days. 

Underlying ETA filed seeking 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper(s). Plasma 
Services. Division of Blood Systems. 

Inc., 3030 No. 64th Place. Scottsdale. AZ. 
Send protests to: D/S Herbert C. Ruoff, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 721 
19th St., 492 U.S. Customs House, 

Denver. CO 80202. 

MC 113678 (Sub-81 OTA), filed May 21, 
1979. Applicant: CURTIS. INC., 4810 
Pontiac St., Denver, CO 80202. 
Representative: Roger M. Shaner, (same 
as applicant). Bananas. coconuts and 
pineapple from Galveston, TX to points 
in CO. for 180 days. Supporting 
Shippers): Safeway Stores, Inc., 4600 E. 
46th Avenue. Denver. CO Diliion Corp. 
Inc., d/b/a/ King Soopers. Inc.. 3325 
Denargo St.. Denver. CO 80216. Send 
protests to: D/S Herbert C. Ruoff, ICC 
492 U.S. Customs House. 72119th St., 
Denver. CO 80202. 

MC 113678 (Sub-811TA), filed May 21, 
1979. Applicant: CURTIS, INC., 4810 
Pontiac SL, Denver, CO 80202. 
Representative: Roger M. Shaner. (same 
address as applicant). Plastic containers 
and materials and supplies used or 
useful in production and marketing 
thereof from Denver, CO to points in 
and west of MN. IA. MO. AR and LA; 
New Castle, DE; Indianapolis, IN: and 
Columbus. OH for 180 days. Underlying 
ETA filed seeking 90 days authority. 
Supporting Shipper(s): Hoover 
Universal. Inc., 4990 Ironton St.. Denver, 
CO 80239. Send protests to: D/S Herbert 
C. Ruoff, Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 721 19th St.. 492 US. 
Customs House. Denver. CO 80202. 

MC 113678 (Sub-812TA). filed May 21. 
1979. Applicant: CURTIS. INC. 4810 


Pontiac St., Commerce City, CO 80022. 
Representative: Roger M. Shaner (same 
as applicant). Foodstuffs, (except in 
bulk), from Dallas, TX and its 
commercial zone to Albuquerque, NM 
and Denver, CO and their commercial 
zones for 180 days. Supporting 
shippers): Nobel. Inc., 1101 West 48th 
Ave., Denver, CO 80217. Send protests 
to: D/S Herbert C. Ruoff, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 492 U.S. 
Customs House, 72119th St., Denver, 

CO 80202. 

MC 114939 (Sub-52TA). filed April 19. 
197 9. App licant: BULK CARRIERS 
LIMITED, Box 10, Cooksville Post 
Office. Mississauga, Ontario L5A 2W7. 
Representative: John W. Ester. 100 West 
Long Lake Road, Suite 102, Bloomfield 
Hills. MI 48013. Normal pentane, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Shreveport, LA to 
ports of entry on the International 
Boundary line between the United 
States and Canada, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper Ashland Chemicals, 
150 Bronoco Avenue, Toronto, Ontario 
M6E 4Y1. Send protests to: Richard H. 
Cattadoris, DS, ICC, 910 Federal Bldg., 
Ill West Huron Street. Buffalo. NY 
14202. 

MC 117119 (Sub-747TA), filed May 14. 
1979. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, AR 72728. Representative: 

L. M. McLean (same as applicant). Such 
materials as are used in the 
manufacturing of recreational vehicles 
and mobile homes, from Riverside. CA 
to Boise, ID. for 180 days as a common 
carrier over irregular routes. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Sinco Associates, 
Inc., 1835 Commerce. Boise, ID 83705. 
Send protests to: William H. Land. Jr.. 
District Supervisor, 3108 Federal Office 
Building, 700 West Capitol. Little Rock, 
AR 72201. 

MC 118159 (Sub-330TA), filed May 10. 
1979. Applicant: NATIONAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORT. INC., 
P.O. Box 51366. Dawson Station, Tulsa, 
OK 74151. Representative: Warren L 
Troupe, 2480 E. Commercial Blvd, Fort 
Lauderdale. FL 33308. Foodstuffs, 

(except in bulk), from Tampa, FL, to 
points in AL, AR. CT, DE. FL, GA, KS, 

KY, LA. ME, MD. MA. MS, MO, NH. NJ. 
NY. NC, OK, PA, RI. SC, TN. TX. VT, 

VA, WV. and DC, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipperfs): Gurrentz 
International. Inc., 2020 Ardmore Blvd.. 
Pittsburgh, PA 15221. Send protests to: 
Connie Stanley. TA. ICC. Room 240 Old 
Post Office, 215 NW. 3rd. Oklahoma 
City. OK 73102. 


MC 118159 (Sub-337TA), filed May 18, 
1979. Applicant: NATIONAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORT. INC., 
P.O. Box 51366, Dawson Station. Tulsa, 
OK 74151. Representative: Warren L 
Troupe, 2480 E. Commercial Blvd., Fort 
Lauderdale, FL 33308. Such commodities 
as are dealt in by home improvement 
stores, (1) from Red Lion. PA, Shelby, 
OH, and Mount Pleasant and 
Centerville, IA. to the facilities of The 
Wickes Corporation, located in AL, AR. 
CA, CO, FL. GA. KS. KY, LA. MS. MO, 
NC, OK, SC, TN. TX and VA: and (2) 
from Red Lion. PA, Shelby. OH, and 
Mount Pleasant and Centerville, LA, to 
points in IL, IN. IA. NE, and OH, 
restriction, Part (2) above is authorized 
only for stop-off shipments whose final 
destination is located in the destination 
territory named in (1) above, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shippers): Wickes 
Lumber, 515 North Washington Avenue, 
Saginaw. MI 48607. Send protests to: 
Connie Stanley, TA, ICC, Room 240 Old 
Post Office & Court House Bldg., 215 
NW.. 3rd, Oklahoma City, OK 73102. 

MC 118288 (Sub-50TA), filed May 2. 
1979. Applicant: FROST TRUCK LINES, 
INC., 3040 Glendale Blvd., P.O. Box 
39639, Los Angeles, CA 90039. 
Representative: R. Y. Schureman. 1545 
Wilshire Blvd., Los Angeles. CA 90017. 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, Classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and commodities requiring special 
equipment) which are at the time 
moving on bills of lading of freight 
forwarders as defined in Section 
10102(8) of the Interstate Commerce Act, 
from Seattle, Tacoma, Bellingham, 
Everett, Yakima, Pasco and Spokane, 
WA and points in their commercial 
zones; Medford, Salem. Eugene and 
Portland. OR and points in their 
commercial zones; and Boise. ID and 
points in its commercial zone, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks up to 90 
days operating authority. Supporting 
Shipper(s): Coast Carloading Company. 
1041 Richmond Street, Los Angeles. CA 
90033. Send protests to: Irene Carlos, 

TA. ICC. P.O. Box 1551, Los Angeles, CA 
90053. 

MC 118838 (Sub-49TA), filed April 24, 
1979. Applicant: GABOR TRUCKING, 
INC., Rural Route No. 4. Box 124B, 

Detroit Lakes, MN 56501. 

Representative: Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 
First National Bank Building, 
Minneapolis. MN 55402. Lumber, lumber 
mill products, composition board, 
mi 11 work and wood products, from 
points in OR and WA to points in ND. 
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SD. NE. MN. IA. Wl, IL, IN. OH and MI. 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Georgia-Pacific Corp., 900 S.W. Fifth 
Ave., Portland, OR 97204. Bums 
Kneedland Lumber Co., Aitken, MN 
55431. Reserve Supply Co., P.O. Box 
1372, Minneapolis. MN 55440. Sunrise 
Forest Products Co.. P.O. Box 25060, 
Portland, OR 97225. Send protests to: 

DS. ICC. Room 268, Fed. Bldg., 657 2nd 
Avenue North, Fargo, ND 58102. 

MC 118838 (Sub-50TA), Filed April 26. 
1979. Applicant: GABOR TRUCKING, 
INC., Rural Route No. 4, Box 124B, 
Detroit Lakes. MN 56501. 

Representative: Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 
First National Bank Building, 
Minneapolis, MN 55402. Iron and steel 
articles, from the plantsite and 
warehouse facilities of Sharon Steel 
Corporation in Mercer County, PA to 
points in MN. WI, IA, OR and 
Watertown, SD and Idaho Falls, ID, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting Shippers): 
Sharon Steel Corporation. P.O. Box 591, 
Sharon, PA 16146. Send protests to: DS, 
ICC. Room 268, Fed. Bldg.. 657 2nd 
Avenue North, Fargo, ND 58102. 

MC 118838 (Sub-51TA), filed May 1, 
1979. Applicant: GABOR TRUCKING, 
INC., Rural Route No. 4, Box 124B, 
Detroit Lakes, MN 56501. 

Representative: Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 
First National Bank Building, 
Minneapolis, MN 55402. Iron and steel 
articles, from Chicago, IL to MI, MN and 
OH. for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shipper(s): Republic Steel Corporation, 
116th Street and Burleigh. Chicago, IL 
60617. Send protests to: DS, ICC. Room 
268, Fed. Bldg., 657 2nd Avenue North, 
Fargo. ND 58102. 

MC 118838 (Sub-52TA), filed Mav 10. 
1979. Applicant: GABOR TRUCKING, 
INC., Rural Route No. 4. Box 124B, 
Detroit Lakes, MN 56501. 

Representative: Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 
First National Bank Building, 
Minneapolis. MN 55402. Iron and steel 
articles, from Chicago. IL and points in 
its commercial zone to Winona, MN, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Badger Construction Equipment Co., 
Airport Industrial Park, Winona, MN 
55987. Send protests to: DS, ICC. Room 
268, Fed. Bldg., 657 2nd Avenue North, 
Fargo, ND 58102. 

MC 118838 (Sub-53TA), Tiled May 11, 
1979. Applicant: GABOR TRUCKING, 
INC., Rural Route 4, Box 124B, Detroit 
Lakes, MN 56501. Representative: 

Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 First National 
Bank Building, Minneapolis, MN 55402. 


Iron and steel articles, from the facilities 
of Sharon Steel Corporation in Mercer 
County, PA to points in OR, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper(s): Sharon 
Steel Corporation, P.O. Box 591, Sharon, 
PA 16146. Send protests to: DS, ICC. 
Bureau of Operations, Room 268, Fed. 
Bldg. & U.S. Post Office. 657 2nd Avenue 
North, Fargo, ND 58102. 

MC 118838 (Sub-54TA), Filed May 14. 
1979. Applicant: GABOR TRUCKING, 
INC., Rural Route 4. Box 124B, Detroit 
Lakes, MN 56501. Representative: 

Robert D. Gisvold, 1000 First National 
Bank Building, Minneapolis, MN 55402. 
Fabricated metal products, from the 
facilities of United States Gypsum 
Company, at or near Warren, OH to 
points in CA, CO. ID, IA, MN, MT. NE, 
OR. UT. WA. WI and WY. for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper(s): United 
States Gypsum Company, 101 South 
Wacker Drive, Chicago, IL 60606. Send 
protests to: DS. ICC, Room 268, Fed. 
Bldg., 657 2nd Avenue North, Fargo, ND 
58102. 

MC 118899 (Sub-8TA), filed May 11, 
1979. Applicant: BALTIMORE TANK 
LINES, INC., 180 Eighth Ave., Glen 
Burnie, MD 21061. Representative: James 
Wilson, Suite 1032, Pennsylvania Bldg., 
Pa. Ave. and 13th St. NW., Washington. 
DC 20004. Liquid fertilizer from 
Baltimore. MD to points and places in 
the State of Delaware and return, for 90 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days. 
Supporting Shipper(s): Robert P. Danton, 
Transmaryland Terminal Corp., 4000 
Hawkins Point Road, Baltimore, MD 
21226. Send protests to: W. L Hughes, 
DS. ICC, 1025 Federal Bldg., Baltimore, 
MD 21201. 

MC 118959 (Sub-218TA), Filed April 20, 
1979. Applicant: JERRY UPPS. INC., 130 
S. Frederick St., Cape Girardeau, MO 
63701. Representative: Donald B. Levine. 
39 S. LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 60603. 
Paper, paper products and carbon (1) 
from Cairo, IL to CA, DC, GA, IN. KY, 
MD. MO. MI. OH. TN, TX, UT. WV. and 
(2) from Middletown, OH to Cairo, IL, 
for 180 days. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Cairo, Inc., 3314 Sycamore, Cairo, IL 
62914. Send protests to: P. E. Binder, DS, 
ICC, Rm. 1465. 210 N. 12th St.. St. Louis. 
MO 63101. 

MC 118959 (Sub-219TA), filed April 20, 
1979. Applicant: JERRY UPPS, INC., 130 
S. Frederick St., Cape Girardeau, MO 
63701. Representative: Donald B. Levine, 
39 S. LaSalle St., Chicago. IL 60603. 
Canned and preserved foodstuffs from 
the facilities of Heinz USA at or near 
Muscatine, IA to points in MO and IL on 
and south of Interstate 70, restricted to 


traffic originating at the named facilities 
and destined to the named states, for 
180 days. Supporting Shipper(s): Heinz, 
USA, P.O. Box 57, Pittsburgh, PA 15230. 
Send protests to: P. E. Binder, DS, ICC, 
Rm. 1465. 210 N. 12th St.. St. Louis, MO 
63101. 

MC 118959 (Sub-220TA). Filed April 25. 
1979. Applicant: JERRY UPPS, INC., 130 * 
S. Frederick St., Cape Girardeau, MO 
63701. Representative: Donald B. Levine, 
39 S. La Salle St.. Chicago, IL 60603. 
Printed materials from East Prairie, MO 
to Baltimore, MD and Memphis, TN. for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 

CB Forms, Inc., 309 Mill Rd., E. Prairie, 
MO 63845. Send protests to: P. E. Binder, 
CO, ICC, Rm. 1465, 210 N. 12th St., St. 
Louis, MO 63101. 

MC 118959 (Sub-221TA). filed May 2, 
1979. Applicant: JERRY UPPS. INC., 130 
S. Frederick St., Cape Girardeau, MO 
63701. Representative: Marc J. 
Blumenthal, 39 S. La Salle St., Chicago, 

IL 60603. Bakery goods between the 
facilities of Bremner Biscuit Co., Div. 
Ralston Purina Co., at or near Louisville, 
KY on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in PA. NJ, OH, Ml. IL. IN. WI, 

MN. LA and MO for 180 days. 

Supporting shipper(s): Ralston Purina 
Compnay, Checkerboard Square, St. 
Louis, MO 63188. Send protests to: P. E. 
Binder, DS. ICC, Rm. 1465, 210 N. 12th 
St.. St. Louis. MO 63101. 

MC 118959 (Sub-222TA), filed May 19, 
1979. Applicant: JERRY UPPS, INC., 130 
S. Frederick St., Cape Girardeau, MO 
63701. Representative: Donald B. Levine. 
39 S. La Salle St.. Chicago. IL 60603. 
Cleaning, scouring and washing 
compounds; soap, liquid and other than 
liquid; and textile and fabric household 
softeners (except commodities in bulk) 
from the plant site of Procter & Gamble 
Distributing Company at or near 
Alexandria, LA to Houston and 
Beaumont, TX. for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks authority for 90 
days. Supporting shipper(s): The Procter 
& Gamble Distributing Co., P.O. Box 599, 
Cincinnati, OH 45201. Send protests to: 

P. E. Binder, DS, ICC, Rm. 1465, 210 N. 
12th St., St. Louis. MO 63101. 

MC 118989 (Sub-219TA). filed May 1. 
1979. Applicant: CONTAINER 
TRANSIT, INC., 5223 South 9th Street. 
Milwaukee, WI 53221. Representative: 
Eugene R. Kraklow, Jr., (same as 
applicant). Plastic 8 Sr 12 oz bottles, from 
the plant and warehouse of Cutler 
Plastics Corp., at Champaign, IL to 
Racine. WI, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Cutler Plastics Corporation. 
3202 C. W. Clark Road, Champaign, IL 
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61820. Send protests to: Mr. John E. 
Ryden, DS. ICC. 517 East Wisconsin 
Avenue, Room 619, Milwaukee, W1 
53202. 

MC118989 (Sub-220TA), filed May 1. 
1979. Applicant: CONTAINER 
TRANSIT. INC., 5223 South 9th Street. 
Milwaukee, WI 53221. Representative: 
Eugene R. Kraklow, Jr., (same as 
applicant). Plastic articles NOT other 
than expanded, from the plant and 
warehouses of American Can Co., at 
Shelbyviile, TN to Chicago, IL and its 
commercial zone, Cincinnati, OH. and 
Iowa City. IA, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): American Can 
Company. 915 Harger Road, Oak Brook, 
IL 60521. Send protests to: Mr. John E. 
Ryden, DS, ICC, 517 East WI Avenue, 

Rm 619, Milwaukee, WI 53202. 

MC 118989 (Sub-22lTA), filed May 11, 
1979. Applicant: CONTAINER 
TRANSIT. INC., 5223 S. 9th St., 
Milwaukee, WI 53221. Representative: 
Rolland K. Draves, “Same address as 
applicant". Canned and preserved 
foodstuffs from facilities of Heinz USA 
Div. of H.J. Heinz Co. at Iowa City & 
Muscatine, IA to points in IL, MN & WI 
and the St. Louis, MO Commercial Zone, 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Heinz, U.S.A. Div. of H.J. Heinz Co., P.O. 
Box 57. Pittsburgh, PA 15230. Send 
protests to: Gail Daugherty, TA, ICC, 517 
E. Wisconsin Ave. Rm. 619, Milwaukee. 
WI 53202. 

MC 118989 (Sub-222TA), filed May 11, 
1979. Applicant: CONTAINER 
TRANSIT, INC., 5223 S. 9th St.. 
Milwaukee, WI 53221. Representative: 
Rolland K. Draves, "same address as 
applicant". Metal containers, from Oak 
Creek, WI to Michigan City, IN and 
Laport, IN, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 authority. Send protests 
to: Gail Daugherty, TA, ICC, 517 E. 
Wisconsin Ave. Rm. 619, Milwaukee, WI 
53202. 

MC 119349 (Sub-16TA). filed April 27. 
1979. Applicant: STARLING 
TRANSPORT LINES. INC., P.O. Box 
1733, Fort Pierce. FL 33450. 
Representative: Dwight L Koerber, Jr., 
805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 Eleventh 
St., NW., Washington, D.C. 20001. 
Bananas from Norfolk, VA and points in 
its commercial zone to points in AL, GA. 
FL. MA. CT, PA, NY. IL, MI and WI for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 

The Best Banana Co., 3616 E. Virginia 
Beach Blvd., Norfolk, VA 23502. Send 
protests to: Donna M. Jones, T/A, ICC, 
Monterey Bldg., Suite 101, 8410 N.W. 

53rd Ter., Miami, FL 33166. 


MC 119399 (Sub-98TA), filed May 8, 
1979. Applicant: CONTRACT 
FREIGHTERS, INC., 2900 Davis 
Boulevard, Joplin, MO 64801. 
Representative: Don D. Lacy, 2900 Davis 
Boulevard. Joplin, MO 64801. Prepared 
animal feed from Rolla, MO to points in 
AZ. AR, CA. IN. KS. MI, MT, NE, NM, 
OH, OK, TN, TX, and WI for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Bow Wow Co., 
Inc., P.O. Box 938, Rolla. MO 65401. 

Send protests to: John V. Barry, DS, ICC, 
600 Federal Bldg., 911 Walnut St.. 

Kansas City, MO 64106. 

MC 119489 (Sub-60TA), filed May 17. 
1979. Applicant: PAUL ABLER, d.b.a, 
CENTRAL TRANSPORT CO.. P.O. Box 
249, Norfolk, NE 68701. Representative: 

J. Max Harding, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, 
NE 68501. Liquid fertilizer, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Perry, NE to points 
in CO and KS, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Allied Chemical 
Corporation. P.O. Box 2120, Houston, TX 
77001. Send protests to: Carroll Russell. 
ICC. Suite 620,110 No. 14th St., Omaha, 
NE 68102. 

MC 119619 (Sub-135TA), filed April 30. 
1979. Applicant: DISTRIBUTORS 
SERVICE CO., 2000 W. 43rd Street. 
Chicago, IL 60609. Representative: 

Arthur J. Piken, Esq., One Lefrak City 
Plaza, Flushing, New York 11368. 
Foodstuffs (except frozen foodstuffs and 
commodities in bulk), from Lyndonville, 
NY to points in IL, IN, MI and WI, for 
180 days. Supporting shippers'}: 
Lyndonville Canning Co., Inc., 151 West 
Ave., Lyndonville. NY 14098. Send 
protests to: Annie Booker, TA, ICC. 1386 
Dirksen Bldg., 219 So. Dearborn St., 
Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 119619 (Sub-136TA), filed May 15. 
1979. Applicant: DISTRIBUTORS 
SERVICE CO., 2000 West 43rd Street, 
Chicago, IL 60609. Representative: 

Arthur J. Piken, One Lefrak City Plaza. 
Flushing, NY 11368. Foodstuffs, from the 
facilities of Ragu, Inc., at/near 
Rochester, NY to points in IL, MI and WI 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Ragu Foods, Inc., 33 Benedict Place, 
Greenwich, CT 06830. Send protests to: 
Annie Booker. TA, 219 South Dearborn 
Street, Room 1386, Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 119789 (Sub-590TA), filed April 17, 
1979. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC., P.O. 

Box 226188, Dallas, TX 75266. 
Representative: James K. Newbold, Jr., 
P.O. Box 226188, Dallas, TX 75266. Malt 
beverages and related advertising 
matter, from Aubumdale, FL to Macon, 
GA for 180 days. Underlying ETA for 90 


days filed. Supporting shipper(s): Bill 
Laite Distributing Company, 1998 
Waterville Rd., Macon, GA 31206. Send 
protests to: Opal M. Jones, TA, ICC, 1100 
Commerce Street, Room 13C12, Dallas, 
TX 75242. 

MC 119789 (Sub-591TA), filed May 3, 
1979. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC., P.O. 

Box 226188. Dallas, TX 75266. 
Representative: James K. Newbold. Jr., 
address same as above. Meats, meat 
products, meat by-products, and articles 
distributed by meat packinghouses, as 
described in Sections A and C of 
Appendix I to the Report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carriers Certificates, 61 M.C.C . 
209 and 766 (except hides and 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of Supreme Beef Processors, Inc., at 
Dallas, and Fort Worth, TX to Seattle, 
WA for 180 days. Underlying ETA for 90 
days filed. Supporting shipper(s): 
Supreme Beef Processors, Inc., 5219 
Second Avenue. Dallas, TX 75210. Send 
protests to: Opal M. Jones, TA, ICC, 1100 
Commerce Street, Room 13C12, Dallas. 
TX 75242. 

MC 119789 (Sub-592TA), filed May 4. 
1979. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC., P.O. 

Box 226188, Dallas. TX 75266. 
Representative: James K. Newbold, Jr., 
same as above. Lighting fixtures, from 
Vermillion, OH to AL, AZ, CA, CO. FL, 
GA, ID. LA, MS. MT. NM. OR, TX. and 
WA for 180 days. Supporting shipper(s): 
ITT lighting Fixture Division, 850 West 
River Road, Vermillion, OH 44089. Send 
protests to: Opal M. Jones, TA, ICC, 1100 
Commerce Street, Room 13C12. Dallas, 
TX 75242. 

MC 119789 (Sub-593TA), filed May 4. 
1979. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO. INC., P.O. 

Box 226188, Dallas, TX 75266. 
Representative: James K. Newbold, Jr., 
P.O. Box 226188. Dallas. TX 75266. 
Electrical Capacitors and Parts, from 
Pickens, SC to NE for 180 days. 
Underlying ETA filed. Supporting 
shipper(s): Sangamo Electric Company, 
P.O. 128, Pickens, SC 29671. Send 
protests to: Opal M. Jones, TA, ICC, 1100 
Commerce Street, Room 13C12, Dallas, 
TX 75242. 

MC 119789 (Sub-594TA), filed May 7, 
1979. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC., P.O. 

Box 226188, Dallas. TX 75266. 
Representative: James K. Newbold, Jr., 
address same as above. Such 
merchandise as is dealt in by specialty 
gift stores, from Charlotte, NC to 
Wichita, KS for 180 days. Underlying 
ETA for 90 days filed. Supporting 
shipper(s): Spencer Gifts, Inc., 1601 
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Albany Avenue BlvdL Atlantic City, NJ 
08411. Send protests to: Opal M. Jones. 
Trans. AssU Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 1100 Commerce Street, 
Room 13C12. Dallas. TX 75242. 

MC 119789 (Sub-595TA), filed May 7. 
1979. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO. INC.. P.O. 

Box 228188. Dallas, TX 75266. 
Representative: James K. Newbold, Jr. f 
same address as above. Meat and meat 
products and articles distributed by 
most packinghouses, from Brownsville, 
TX to PA and NY for 180 days. 
Underlying ETA for 90 days Tiled. 
Supporting shipper(s): Armour Fresh 
Meat Company. Ill W. Clarendon, 
Greyhound Tower. Phoenix, AZ 85077. 
Send protests to: Opal M. Jones, TA, 

ICC. 1100 Commerce Street, Room 
13C12. Dallas. TX 75242. 

MC 119789 fSub-596TA). filed May 7. 
1979. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO. INC., P.O. 

Box 226188, Dallas. TX 75266. 
Representative: Jame9 K. Newbold, Jr., 
address same as above. Steel shelving, 
knocked down, from Aurora, IL to AL, 

FL. GA. LA. MS, NC, OK. SC. TN. and 
TX for 180 days. Underlying ETA for 90 
days filed. Supporting shipper(s): Aurora 
Steel Products, 590 South Lake St.. 
Aurora, IL 60507. Send protests to: Opal 
M. Jones, Trans. Asst., Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1100 Commerce 
Street, Room 13C12, Dallas. TX 75242. 

MC 119789 (Sub-597TA), filed May 7. 
1979. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO, INC., P.O. 

Box 22618a Dallas, TX 7526a 
Representative: James K. Newbold, Jr., 
address same as above. (1) Plastic, 
plastic articles, plastic pipe, tubing, 
fittings and connections from Danville, 
IL: Mount Vernon, IN; and Rolla, MO to 
points in AL. AZ, AR, CA. FL, GA. LA, 
MS. NM. OK. and TX. (2) Materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture, installation, and 
distribution of plastic, plastic articles, 
plastic pipe, tubing, fittings, and 
connections (except commodities in 
bulk) from points in AL, AZ, AR, CA, FL, 
GA. LA, MS, NM, OK. and TX to 
Danville. IL; Mount Vernon, IN; and 
Rolla, MO for 180 days. Underlying ETA 
for 90 days filed. Supporting shipper(s): 
Robintech Incorporated, P.O. Box 2342, 
Fort Worth. TX 76113. Send protests to: 
Opal M. Jones, Trans. Asst., Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1100 Commerce 
Street, Room 13C12. Dallas, TX 75242. 

MC 119789 (Sub-598TA), filed May 22. 
1979. Applicant: CARAVAN 
REFRIGERATED CARGO. INC.. P.O. 

Box 226188. Dallas, TX 75266. 
Representative: James K. Newbold, Jr„ 


address same as above. (1) Paint, in 
containers, from Ennis, TX to points in 
AZ. CA, CT. DE, IL, IN. ME. MD, MA. 

Ml, MN, MT, NV. NH, NJ. NY, OH. OR, 
PA. UT, VT. WA. WV, WI. and DC; and 
(2) Materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of paint 
(except commodities in bulk) from 
destination States listed in (1) above to 
Ennis, TX for 180 days. Underlying ETA 
for 90 days filed. Supporting shipper(s): 
Ennis Paint Mfg„ Inc., P.O. Box 6. Ennis, 
TX 75119. Send protests to: Opal M. 
Jones, Trans. Asst., Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Room 9A27, Federal 
Building, 819 Taylor Street, Fort Worth, 
TX 75202. 

MC 123048 (Sub-440TA), filed May 14. 
1979. Applicant: DIAMOND 
TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM. INC., 
5021 21st St., Racine, WI 53406. 
Representative: John L. Bruemmer, 121 
W. Doty St.. Madison, WI 53703. 
Aluminum wire and cable between 
Flora, IL and points in the States of MO, 
LA. MN. WI. KS, NE. SD and ND, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Southwire Co., P.O. Box 1000, 

Carrollton, GA 30117. Send protests to: 
Gail Daugherty. TA. ICC. 517 E. 
Wisconsin Ave., Rm. 619, Milwaukee, 

WI 53202. 

MC 124078 (Sub-964TA), filed May 14, 
1979. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., 611 S. 28 St. 
Milwaukee, WI 53215. Representative: 
Richard Prevette, same address as 
applicant. Chemicals, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from facilities of Monsanto Co. 
at or near Chocolate Bayou and Texas 
City, TX and Houston, TX and its 
Commercial Zone to points in the U.S. in 
and east of LA. AR, MO, LA and MN, for 
180 days. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Monsanto Co., 800 N. Lindbergh. St. 
Louis, MO 63166. Send protests to: Gail 
Daugherty, TA. ICC. 517 E. Wisconsin 
Ave., Rm. 619, Milwaukee, WI 53202. 

MC 124078 (Sub-965TA), filed May 21, 
1979. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., 611 S. 28 St, 
Milwaukee, WI 53215. Representative: 
Richard Prevette. same address as 
applicant. Spent chromate, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Clinton, LA to 
Waukegan, IL, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting Shipper(s): DuTone Corp., 
1208 Greenfield Ave., Waukegan, IL 
60085. Send protests to: Gail Daugherty, 
TA, ICC, 517 E. Wisconsin Ave., Rm. 

619, Milwaukee, WI 5320 2. 

MC 125368 (Suh-60TA), filed May 22. 
1979. Applicant: CONTINENTAL 
COAST TRUCKING COMPANY. INC. 
P.O. Box 26, Holly Ridge. NC 28445. 


Representative: C. W. Fletcher, same 
address as applicant. Meats, meat 
products , and supplies used in the 
manufacture of meat products between 
the facilities of White Packing Company. 
King George, VA. on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in AL, CA. DC. GA, 
IL, IN. KY. MD. NJ. MI. NC. OH, PA, TN, 
and TX, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeking 90 days authority has been 
filed. Supporting Shipper(s): White 
Packing Company, Inc., P.O. Box 95, 

King George, VA 22485. Send protests 
to: Mr. Archie W. Andrews, D/S, ICC, 
P.O. Box 26896. Raleigh, NC 276^1. 

MC 125368 (Sub-61TA), filed May 22, 
1979. Applicant: CONTINENTAL 
COAST TRUCKING COMPANY. INC., 
P.O. Box 26, Holly Ridge, NC 28445. 
Representative: C. W. Fletcher (same 
address as applicant). Foodstuffs 
between the facilities of Campbell Soup 
Company, at or near Baltimore, 
Pocomoke City, and Salisbury, MD; 
Clayton and Milford, DE; Downingtown, 
Fogetsville, and Philadelphia, PA; and 
Camden, NJ; on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in AR. CA. CT, KY, ME, 
MA, MI, NC. NH, NJ. NY, OH, PA, RI. 

SC, VT. and WV, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeking 90 days 
authority has been filed. Supporting 
shippers): Campbell Soup Company, 
West Road and Isabella Street. 
Salisbury, MD. Send protests to: Mr. 
Archie W. Andrews, D/S. ICC, P.O. 
Box 26896. Raleigh. NC 27611. 

MC 126118 (Sub-158TA), filed May 14, 
1979. Applicant: CRETE CARRIER 
CORPORATION. P.O. Box 81228, 
Lincoln, NE 68501. Representative: 
Duane W. Acklie (same address as 
applicant). General commodities which 
are at the time moving on bills of lading 
of freight forwarders, (1) from points in 
and east of MN, IA, MO, AR, and LA to 
points in and west of MT. SD, NE, KS, 
OK, and NM; (2) from points in CA, OR 
and WA to points in and east of MN, IA. 
NE, CO, KS. AR. and LA (except FL); 
and (3) from Los Angeles, CA and points 
in its commercial zone to points in FL, 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers): (1) 
Coast Carloading Company, P.O. Box 
54293, Los Angeles. CA 90054; (2) 
Universal Carloading & Distributing Co., 
Inc., 345 Hudson St., New York, NY 
10014; (3) Western Cartoading Co., Inc., 
960‘East Third Street, Los Angeles. CA 
90013; and (4) Westransco Freight 
Company, P.O. Box 54810, Los Angeles, 
CA 90054. Send protests to: Carroll 
Russell, ICC, Suite 620.110 No. 14th St., 
Omaha. NE 68102. 

Note.—Common control may be involved. 

MC 128819 (Sub-1 TA), filed May 14, 
1979. Applicant: R. J. HALP1N, INC.. 
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Birchwood Lane. Lenox. Massachusetts 
01240. Representative: Wesley S. 

Chused. 15 Court Square, Boston. MA 
02108. Heating oils and gasoline, in bulk, 
from Albany and Rensselaer, NY to 
North Adams, Lee. Lenox, and Great 
Barrington, MA, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Lenox Oil Co.. 

Inc.. 28 Crystal Street Lenoxdale, MA 
01242, Theodore P. Pierce d.b.a. Ted 
Pierce Oil Co., 201 River St., No Adams. 
MA 0124. Charles W. Agar, Inc., R.F.D., 
No. 1. Box 18. Great Barrington, MA 
01230. Send protests to: David M. Miller, 
DS. ICC. 436 Dwight Street. Springfield, 
MA 01103. 

MC 134859 (Sub-12TA), filed April 27, 
1979. Applicant: FRANK RUSSELL & 
SON. 401 South Ida Street, West 
Frankfort IL 62896. Representative: 
William C. Russell, 401 South Ida Street, 
West Frankfort, IL 62896. Contract, 
irregular; Magnetite, in bulk in 
pneumatic tank vehicles, with Turbo 
Conveyor equipped tractors, and in 
bags, from facilities of Pea Ridge Iron 
Company at or near Sullivan, MO to 
points in US (except HI and AR). An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Reiss Viking 
Corp., Box 688, Sheboygan. WI 53081. 
Send protests to: Charles D. Little, D/S, 
ICC. Room 414 Leiand Bldg, 527 East 
Capitol Avenue, Springfield, IL 62701. 

MC 135399 (Sub-16TA), filed May 22. 
1979. Applicant: HASKINS TRUCKING, 
INC., P.O. Box 7729, Longview. TX 
75602. Representative: Paul D. 

Angenend, P.O. Box 2207, Austin, TX 
78768. (1) asphalt products, and 
materials , equipment and supplies used 
in the installation of asphalt products, 
from Lewisville. AR and Dallas, TX. to 
points in the US (except AK and HI), 
and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture of 
asphalt products from points in the US 
(except AK and HI), to Lewisville, AR 
and Dalles, TX, restricted to shipments 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of J & P Petroleum Products. Inc. for 180 
days. Underlying ETA seeking 90 days 
filed. Supporting shipper(s): J & P 
Petroleum Products, Inc., P.O. Box 4206. 
Sta. A, Dallas. TX 75208. Send protests 
to: Opal M. Jones. Trans. Asst., 

Interstate Commerce Commission, Room 
9A27 Federal Building, 819 Taylor Street, 
Fort Worth. TX 75202. 

MC 136268 (Sub-23TA), filed May 14. 
1979. Applicant: WHITEHEAD 
SPECIALTIES, INC.. 1017 Third Ave., 
Monroe, WI 53566. Representative: 

Wayne Wilson, 150 E. Gilman St.. 
Madison, WI 53703. Building materials 
between Monticello. WI, on the one 


hand, and, on the other, points in MI. 
MN, IL & IA, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Karlen Building & Supply, 

Inc., 106 S. Pratt St., Monticello, WI 
53570 and Sugar River Wholesale, P.O. 
Box 448, Monticello. WI 53570. Send 
protests to: Gail Daugherty, TA, ICC. 517 
E. Wisconsin Ave., Rm. 619, Milwaukee, 
WI 53202. 

MC 138469 (Sub-148TA), filed May 16, 
1979. Applicant: DONCO CARRIERS. 
INC., P.O. Box 75354. Oklahoma City. 

OK 73107. Representative: William j. 
Green, same address as applicant. New 
furniture, from the facilities of Unarco 
Commercial Products, a division of 
Unarco Industries, Inc., Oklahoma City, 
OK, to Chicago. IL, and points in its 
commercial zone, restricted to traffic 
orginating at the named origin and 
destined to the indicated destination, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Unarco Commercial Products, a division 
of Unarco Industries, Inc., 1316 W. Main. 
Oklahoma City, OK 73106. Send protests 
to: Connie Stanley, Transportation 
Assistant. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Room 240, Old Post Office 
& Court House Bldg., 215 N.W. 3rd. 
Oklahoma City, OK 73102. 

MC 139439 (Sub-3TA), filed May 19. 
1979. Applicant: WILLIAM EDWARDS. 
INC., County Road 1920, Verona, VA 
24482. Representative: George A. Olsen, 
P.O. Box 357, Gladstone, NJ 07934. 
Contract — irregular. Yams, fabrics, and 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
or useful in the manufacture, sale, and 
distribution of yams and fabrics (except 
commodities in bulk), between Staunton 
and Waynesboro, VA, and Wayne, NJ 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AL. CT, DE, FL GA. KY. MD, 
ME, MA. NH. NJ, NY. NC. PA. RI. SC. 

TN. TX, VT, VA, and WV, under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
United Yam Products Co., Spuntex, Inc., 
Amerfab, Inc., Fiberspun Incorporated, 
and Amerspun Corporation, all of 
Wayne. NJ, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Fiberspun Incorporated, 
Amerfab, Inc., Spuntex. Inc., United 
Yam Products Co., Inc., Amerspun 
Corporation, 400 Newark Pompton 
Tmpk, Wayne. NJ 07470. Send protests 
to: Charles F. Myers, DS, ICC, Room 10- 
502 Federal Bldg., 400 North 8th Street, 
Richmond. VA 23240. 

MC 140389 (Sub-59TA), filed April 13. 
1979. Applicant: OSBORN 
TRANSPORTATION. INC.. P.O. Box 
1830, Gadsden. AL 35902. 

Representative: Clayton R. Byrd, P.O. 

Box 12566, Atlanta. GA 30315. Coffee 


and coffee Products (except 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of the Proctor and Gamble Distributing 
Company and The Folger Coffee 
Company at New Orleans. LA, to points 
in FL. For 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): The Proctor and Gamble 
Distributing Company. P.O. Box 599, 
Cincinnati. OH 45201. Send protests to: 
Mabel E. Holston, T/A, ICC. Room 
1616—2121 Building, Birmingham. AL 
35203. 

MC 140389 (Sub-60TA), filed April 26, 
1979. Applicant: OSBORN 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
1830, Gadsden. AL 35902. 
Representative: Clayton R. Byrd, P.O, 
Box 12566, Atlanta. GA 30315. (1) Such 
merchandise as is dealt in by 
wholesale, retail, chain grocery and 
food business houses and (2) materials, 
ingredients, and supplies, used in the 
manufacture, distribution and sale of 
products in (1) above between Battle 
Creek, MI; Lancaster and Sharonville, 
OH on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AL, FL. GA. LA, MS, NC. SC. 
and TN; between Louisville. KY, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
AL CO. FL GA. IL IA, KS. LA. MN. MS. 
MO, NE. NC. ND. SC, SD, TN. and WI. 
For 180 days. Supporting shipper(s): 
Ralston Purina Company, Checkerboard 
Square, St. Louis, MO 63188. Send 
protests to: Mabel E. Holston. T/A, ICC, 
2121 Building, 1616 Suite, Birmingham, 
AL 35203. 

MC 140549 (Sub-15TA), filed April 16. 
1979. Applicant: FRITZ TRUCKING. 
INC., Highway 7 East, Clara City, MN 
56222. Representative: Samuel 
Rubenstein and David Rubenstein. 301 
North Fifth Street, Minneapolis, MN 
55403. Foodstuffs from Owatonna. MN 
to points in AL AR. CA, CO, FL LA, 

MS, OK and TX. for 180 days. 

Supporting shipper(s): Owatonna 
Canning Company, P.O. Box 447, 
Owatonna. MN 55060. Send protests to: 
Delores A. Poe, TA. ICC. 414 Federal 
Building, 110 South 4th Street, 
Minneapolis, MN 55401. 

MC 140729 (Sub-5TA), filed May 4. 
1979. Applicant: RUSS EDIGER 
TRUCKING, INC., 5001 W. 40th Street, 
Sioux Falls, SD 57105. Representative: 
Mark Menard. 5301 No. Cliff, Box 480, 
Sioux Falls, SD 57101. Contract carrier: 
irregular routes: Dairy products as 
described in Section B of Appendix / to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor 
Carrier Certificates. 61 M.C.C. 209 and 
supplies used in the production of dairy 
products, from Minneapolis, St. Paul and 
New Ulm, MN and Sioux Falls, SD to 
Rapid City, SD for the account of Brown 
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Swiss Milk Co., for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shippers): Brown Swiss Milk 
Co.. Box 860, Rapid City, SD 57709. Send 
protests to: J. L. Hammond, DS, ICC, 
Room 455, Federal Bldg., Pierre, SD 
57501. 

MC 140768 (Sub-37TA), filed April 20, 
1979. Applicant: AMERICAN TRANS¬ 
FREIGHT. INC., P.O. Box 796, Manville, 
NJ 08835. Representative: Eugene M. 
Malkin. Suite 6193, 5 World Trade 
Center. New York. NY 10048. (1) Air 
conditioning, heating and cooling 
equipment; and (2) component parts, 
materials and supplies used in their 
manufacture, repair, packaging and 
distribution (except commodities in 
bulk, and those which because of size or 
weight require the use of special 
equipment), between the facilities of 
Fedders Corporation at or near Edison, 
NJ, Effingham, IL and Frederick, MD, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in CT, DE, DC. IL. IN, KY. ME. MD, MA. 
MI, NJ. NH. NC, OH, PA, RI, SC. TN, VT, 
VA. and WV, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): Fedders Corporation, 
Woodbridge Avenue, Edison, NJ 08817. 
Send protests to: Irwin Rosen, TS, ICC, 9 
Clinton Street, Room 618, Newark NJ 
07102. 

MC 140768 (Sub-38TA), filed May 9. 
1979. Applicant: AMERICAN TRANS¬ 
FREIGHT. INC., P.O. Box 796, Manville, 
NJ 08835. Representative: Eugene M. 
Majkin, Suite 6193, 5 World Trade 
Center, New York, NY 10048. Disposable 
diapers and diaper lines (1) from the 
facilities of Johnson & Johnson Baby 
Products Co. at or near Middlesex and 
Somerset Counties, NJ to points in OH, 
PA. KY, VA, NY. CT, RI, MA and WV; 

(2) from the facilities of Johnson & 
Johnson Baby Products Co. at or near 
Atlanta, GA to points in AL, NC, SC and 
TN; (3) from the facilities of Johnson & 
Johnson Baby Products Co. at or near 
Memphis, TN to points in AR, LA and 
MS; (4) between the facilities of Johnson 
& Johnson Baby Products Co. at or near 
Middlesex and Somerset Counties, NJ, 
Atlanta. GA, Memphis, TN and 
Jacksonville, FL for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): Johnson & Johnson Baby 
Products Co., Grandview Road, 

Skillman, NJ 08558. Send protests to: 
Irwin Rosen. TS, ICC, 9 Clinton Street, 
Room 618. Newark NJ 07102. 

MC 140768 (Sub-39TA). filed May 11, 
1979. Applicant: AMERICAN TRANS¬ 
FREIGHT, INC., P.O. Box 796, Manville, 
NJ 08835. Representative: Eugene M. 
Malkin, Suite 6193, 5 World Trade 
Center, New York, NY 10048. Plastic 
containers and accessories, from the 
plant site of Amoco Container Company 


at or near Seymour, IN to points in AL, 
CA. FL, GA, IL, IN. KY, LA, MI, MN, 

MO. MS, OH. OK, PA, SC, SD, IN, TX, 
VA, WV and WI for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Amoco Container 
Company. Box 1000, Seymour, IN 47274. 
Send protests to: Irwin Rosen, TS, ICC, 
744 Broad Street, Room 522, Newark NJ 
07102. 

MC 140829 (Sub-243TA). filed April 30, 
1979. Applicant: CARGO. INC., P.O. Box 
206, U.S. Hwy 20, Sioux City, LA 51102. 
Representative: William J. Hanlon. Esq., 
55 Madison Ave.. Morristown, NJ 07960. 
Foodstuffs (except in bulk), (1) from the 
facilities of Anderson Clayton Foods, at 
or near Jacksonville, IL to points in IA, 
KS. MN. MO. NE, and TX; (2) from the 
facilities of Anderson Clayton Foods, at 
or near Sherman, TX to points in CO. IA, 
KS. and MO; and (3) from the facilities 
of Anderson Clayton Foods, at or near 
Humbolt, TN to Jacksonville, IL and 
Sherman. TX, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Anderson 
Clayton Foods, P.O. Box 226165, Dallas, 
TX 75266. Send protests to: Carroll 
Russell, ICC, Suite 620.110 No. 14th St., 
Omaha. NE 68102. 

By the Commission. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc. 79-19285 Filed 0-20-7* 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Notice No. 102] 

Motor Carrier Temporary Authority 
Applications 

June 12,1979. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. These rules 
provide that an original and six (6) 
copies of protests to an application may 
be filed with the field official named in 
the Federal Register publication no later 
than the 15th calendar day after the date 
the notice of the filing of the application 
is published in the Federal Register. One 
copy of the protest must be served on 
the applicant, or its authorized 
representative, if any, and the protestant 
must certify that such service has been 
made. The protest must identify the 
operating authority upon which it is 
predicated, specifying the “MC” docket 
and “Sub” number and quoting the 
particular portion of authority upon 
which it relies. Also, the protestant shall 
specify the service it can and will 
provide and the amount and type of 


equipment it will make available for use 
in connection with the service 
contemplated by the TA application. 

The weight accorded a protest shall be 
governed by the completeness and 
pertinence of the protestant’s 
information. 

Except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of its 
application. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and also 
in the ICC Field Office to which protests 
are to be transmitted. 

Note: All applications seeks authority to 
operate as a common carrier over 
irregular routes except as otherwise 
noted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

MC 140829 (Sub-244TA), filed May 3, 
1979. Applicant: CARGO, INC., P.O. Box 
206, US Hwy 20, Sioux City, IA 51102. 
Representative: William J. Hanlon, Esq., 
55 Madison, Ave., Morristown, NJ 07960. 
Wooden doors, from the facilities of 
Buell Door Company, at or near Dallas. 
TX, to points in CO. IL, IN. KS. MO, NE, 
and OH, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Buell Door Company, 305 
South Haskell St., Dallas, TX 75226. 

Send protests to: Carroll Russell, ICC. 
Suite 620,110 No. 14th St.. Omaha, NE 
68102. 

MC 140829 (Sub-245TA). filed May 3, 
1979. Applicant: CARGO, INC., P.O. Box 
206, US Hwy 20, Sioux City. IA 51102. 
Representative: William J. Hanlon, Esq., 
55 Madison, Ave., Morristown, NJ 07960. 
(1) Swimming pools and swimming pool 
accessories ; (2) chemicals; and (3) 
plastic articles, materials, equipment 
and supplies utilized in the manufacture 
of the above commodities (except in 
bulk, in tank vehicles), from Carlstadt, 
NJ to points in IL, MI, MO. OK, TX, and 
WI. for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Coastal Chemical Company. 
190 Jony Drive, Carlstadt, NJ 07072. Send 
protests to: Carroll Russell, ICC, Suite 
620,110 No. 14th St., Omaha, NE 68102. 

MC 140829 (Sub-246TA), filed May 4, 
1979. Applicant: CARGO, INC., P.O. Box 
206, US Hwy 20, Sioux City, IA 51102. 
Representative: William J. Hanlon, Esq., 
55 Madison. Ave., Morristown, NJ 07960. 
Retail store fixtures, and equipment, 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture thereof, between the 
facilities ulitized by Lozier Corporation 
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at or near Scottsboro, AL: Kansas City, 
MO; Omaha, NE; and McClure. PA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in AL, AR. CO. CT. DE, DC, FL, GA, IL, 
IN, IA. KS. KY, LA. ME, MD. MA. MI. 
MN. MS. MO. NH. NJ. NM. NY. NC, ND. 
OH. OK, PA, RI. SC. SD. TN. TX. VT. 

VA. and Wl, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Lozier Corporation. 4401 
North 21st St., Omaha, NE 68110. Send 
protests to: Carroll Russell, ICC. Suite 
620.110 No. 14th St.. Omaha. NE 68102. 

MC 140829 (Sub-247TA). filed May 7, 
1979. Applicant: CARGO, INC., P.O. Box 
206, US Hwy 20, Sioux City. IA 51102. 
Representative: William J. Hanlon, Esq., 
55 Madison Ave., Morristown, NJ 07960. 
Petroleum products, from Baton Rouge, 
LA: Beaumont and Cheek, TX to points 
in IL, NJ. and NY, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Tuck Industries, 
Inc., 1 Market Street, Passaic, NJ 07055. 
Send protests to: Carroll Russell, ICC. 
Suite 620,110 No. 14th St., Omaha. NE 
68102. 

MC 140829 (Sub-248TA), filed May 8. 
1979. CARGO. INC., P.O. Box 206, US 
Hwy 20, Sioux City, IA 51102. 
Representative: William J. Hanlon, Esq.. 
55 Madison Ave., Morristown, NJ 07960. 
Cleaning compounds, from the facilities 
of DuBois Chemical Company, at or near 
Dallas, TX to Denver, CO and Kansas 
City, MO, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): DuBois Chemical Company, 
8770 South Central Expressway. Dallas. 
TX 75241. Send protests to: Carroll 
Russell. ICC, Suite 620.110 No. 14th SU 
Omaha. NE 68102. 

MC 140829 (Sub-249TA), filed May 16, 
1979. CARGO. INC., P.O. Box 206, US 
Hwy 20, Sioux City, IA 51102. 
Representative: William J. Hanlon. Esq., 
55 Madison Ave., Morristown, NJ 07960. 
Foodstuffs (except in bulk), from the 
facilities of Anderson Clayton Foods, 
Inc., at or near Jacksonville, IL to points 
in IA, KS, MN, MO, NE, and TX. for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shippers): 
Anderson Clayton Foods, Inc., P.O. Box 
226165, Dallas. TX 75266. Send protests 
to: Carroll Russell, ICC. Suite 620,110 
No. 14th SL. Omaha, NE 68102. 

MC 140829 (Sub-250TA), filed May 16, 
1979. CARGO. INC., P.O. Box 206, US 
Hwy 20, Sioux City, IA 51102. 
Representative: William J. Hanlon. Esq., 
55 Madison Ave., Morristown. NJ 07960. 
Bogs, envelopes, packets, ouches, 
wrappers and bag ties: and materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture thereof, from Sioux Falls, 

SD to points in IN. IL, MA. MN. NJ. PA, 


and VA, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): American Western 
Corporation, Boyce-Greeley Building. 
Sioux Falls, SD. Send protests to: Carroll 
Russell, ICC, Suite 620,110 No. 14th St.. 
Omaha, NE 68102. 

MC 140829 (Sub-251TA), filed May 17, 
1979. CARGO, INC., P.O. Box 206. US 
Hwy 20, Sioux City, IA 51102. 
Representative: William J. Hanlon. Esq., 
55 Madison Ave.. Morristown. NJ 07960. 
Vinyl siding, from the facilities of 
Robintech Incorporated at or near 
Weatherford, TX to points in MA. NH. 
NJ, NY. OH. and Rl. for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Robintech 
Incorporated, 1202 N. Bowie DR., 
Weatherford, TX 76086. Send protests 
to: Carroll Russell, ICC, Suite 620,110 
No. 14th St., Omaha. NE 68102. 

MC 140898 (Sub-7TA), filed May 11, 
1979. Applicant: KENDRICK TRUCKING 
CORP., 728 Upsliner Road. Louisville. 

KY 40229. Representative: William P. 
Whitney, 708 McClure Bldg., Frankfort, 
KY 40601. Surface-mounted hydraulic 
automobile lifts, from the facilities of 
VBM Corp., Louisville, KY. to points in 
the continental United States. 

Supporting shipper(s): Harry F. Beatty, 
VBM Corporation, 1402 W. Main St., 
Louisville. KY 40201. Send protests to: 
Linda H. Sypher, D/S, ICC, 426 Post 
Office Bldg.. Louisville, KY 40202. 

MC 141628 (Sub-ITA). filed May 18, 
1979. Applicant: OVEROAD 
CONTAINER SERVICE, INC., 3980 
Quebec St., P.O. Box 7240, Denver, CO 
80207. Representative: Rick Barker 
(same address as applicant). Container's 
chassis between CA. OR and WA on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the U.S., for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): Neptune Orient Lines. Ltd., 
300 Montgomery St., Suite 540, San 
Francisco, CA 94104, Seatrain Lines, 

Inc., 212 Norton Bldg., Seattle. WA 
98104; American President Lines, Ltd., 
1950 Franklin St., Oakland, CA 94612, 
Sea-Land Service, Inc., 2805 26th Ave., 
SW, Seattle, WA 98106. Send protests 
to: D/S Roger L. Buchanan, ICC, 492 U.S. 
Customs House, 72119th St., Denver, 

CO 80202. 

MC 141728 (Sub-5TA), filed May 11. 
1979. Applicant: WILMINGTON 
CORPORATION, Northern Industrial 
Park, Wilmington. MA 01887. 
Representative: Donna Vitter. Plott, 
Esquire or Irwin M. Heller, Esquire, One 
Center Plaza, Suite 600, Boston, MA 
02108. General commodities, moving on 
Part IV Freight Forwarder bills of lading, 
from the site of Springmier Shipping Co., 
Inc., located in St. Louis, MO to the site 


of Springmier Shipping Co., Inc. located 
at Cambridge. MA. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Springmier Shipping Co. Inc., 
1123 Hadley Street. St. Louis, MO 63101. 
Send protests to: Glenn A. Eady, 150 
Causeway Street, Room 501, Boston, MA 
02114. 

MC 141878 (Sub-IOTA), filed March 
29,1979. Applicant: DIRECT COURIER. 
INC.. 2780 S. Jefferson Davis Hwy., 
Arlington. VA 22202. Representative: 
Gerald K. Gimmel. Suite 145, 4 
Professional Dr., Gaithersburg, MD 
20760. Radioactive materials. N.O.S. 
and diagnostic kits, from Ft. Lauderdale 
Airport, Ft. Lauderdale. FL; and Miami 
International Airport. Miami. FL to 
points in Dade, Broward, Palm Beach 
and Lee Counties, FL, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Medi-Physics, 

Inc., 5810 Miami Lake Dr., Bldg. A. 

Miami Lake, FL 33014. Send protests to: 
T. M. Esposito. Trans. Asst., 101 S. 7th 
St.. Room 620, Phila., PA 19106. 

MC 141958 (Sub-15TA), filed May 16, 
1979. Applicant: FEDCO 
FREIGHTLINES. INC.. Box 422. 
Effingham, IL 62401. Representative: 
Robert T. Lawley, 300 Reisch Bldg., 
Springfield, IL 62701. Contract. Irregular 
Peanut butter for the account of Proctor 
& Gamble Distributing Company from 
Lexington, KY to points in lower 
peninsula of Michigan and Ohio. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Proctor & Gamble 
Distributing Company, Box 599, 
Cincinnati. OH 45201. Send protests to: 
Charles D. Little, D/S, ICC, Room 1386. 
219 South Dearborn St., Chicago, IL 
60604. 

MC 142059 (Sub~73TA), filed April 10. 
1979. Applicant: CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT. INC., 1830 Mound Road. 
Joliet. IL 60436. Representative: Jack 
Riley (same address as applicant). 

Tools, in packages, from Van Nuys, CA 
to Golden, MS; Travelers Rest and 
Winston-Salem, NC; Memphis, TN; 
Louisville. KY; Norris City and Chicago, 
IL; Findlay. Columbus and Toledo. OH; 
Youngwood. PA and Omaha, NE, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipperfs): Allied 
International, Inc.. 15071 Keswick Street, 
Van Nuys, CA 91405. Send protests to: 
Annie Booker, TA, ICC. 1386 Everett 
Dirksen Bldg., 219 So. Dearborn St., 
Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 142059 (Sub-74TA). filed April 16. 
1979. Applicant: CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT. INC.. 1830 Mound Road, 
Joliet, IL 60436. Representative: Jack 
Riley (same address as applicant). 
Precast concrete products, modular 
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mausoleum crypt systems and concrete 
forming systems , from Oshkosh, WI to 
points in IL, IN, IA. KY, Ml, MN, MO, 

ND. OH and SD and from Dade City, FL 
to points in AL, GA, LA, MS and SC, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper(s): Duwe 
Precast Concrete Products, Inc., P.O. 

Box 2068, Oshkosh, WI 54903. Send 
protests to: Annie Booker, TA, ICC. 1386 
Everett Dirksen Bldg., 219 So. Dearborn 
St., Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 142059 (Sub-75TA). filed April 20, 
1979. Applicant: CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT. INC., 1830 Mound Road, 
Joliet, IL 60436. Representative: Jack 
Riley (same address as applicant). Iron 
and steel and iron and steel articles 
(except in bulk), from the facilities of 
Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel Corporation 
at Canfield, Martins Ferry, Mingo 
Junction, Steubenville and Yorkville, 

OH: Allenport and Monessen, PA; Beech 
Bottom, Benwood, Follanshee, and 
Wheeling, WV to points in IL, IN and 
Ml. for 180 days. Supporting shipper(s): 
Wheeling-Pittsburgh Steel Corporation. 
P.O. Box 118, Pittsburgh. PA 15230. Send 
protests to: Annie Booker, TA, ICC, 1386 
Everett Dirksen Bldg., 219 So. Dearborn 
St., Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 142059 (Sub-76TA), filed April 26, 
1979. Applicant: CARDINAL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 1830 Mound Road. 
Joliet, IL 60436. Representative: Jack 
Riley (same address as applicant). 

Wall board or fibreboard. from Lockport, 
NY to points in IL. IN. IA, KY, MI. MO, 
OH. WI and FL. for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): Upson Company, Stevens St., 
Lockport, NY 14904. Send protests to: 
Annie Booker, TA, ICC. 1386 Everett 
Dirksen Bldg., 219 So. Dearborn St., 
Chicago. IL 60604. 

MC 142189 (Sub-42TA). filed May 9, 
1979. Applicant: C. M. BURNS d.b.a. 
WESTERN TRUCKING. 521 Lincoln 
Avenue. Baker, MT 59313. 
Representative: Michael R. Griffith, P.O. 
Box 980, Baker, MT 59313. Charcoal, 
charcoal briquettes, lighter fluid, 
hickory chips and related barbeque 
items from the facilities of Husky 
Industries. Inc. at or near Dickinson, ND 
to points in ID and MT. for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Husky Industries, 
Inc., 62 Perimeter Center East, Atlanta, 
GA 30346. Send protests to: Paul J. 
Labane, DS, ICC. 2602 First Avenue 
North, Billings. MT 59101. 

MC 142189 (Sub-43TA), filed May 14. 
1979. Applicant: C. M. BURNS d.b.a. 
WESTERN TRUCKING. 521 Lincoln 
Avenue. Baker, MT 59313. 
Representative: Michael R. Griffith, P.O. 
Box 980, Baker, MT 59313. Wallboard 
and materials used in the installation of 


wallboard from Grand Rapids, MI to 
points in IL, IN. OH. WI and KY. for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): Grand 
Rapids Gypsum Company, P.O. Box 
2475, Grand Rapids. MI 49501. Send 
protests to: Paul J. Labane. DS, ICC, 2602 
First Avenue North. Billings, MT 59101. 

MC 142268 (Sub-38TA). filed May 1, 
1979. Applicant: GORSKi BULK 
TRANSPORT, INC.. RR #4. Harrow, 
Ontario, Canada NOR 1GO. 
Representative: Robert E. McFarland, 

999 West Big Beaver Road, Suite 1002, 
Troy, MI 48084. Styrene Monomer, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points of 
entry at the International Boundary Line 
at Port Huron, MI and Detroit. MI to 
Copley, OH and Muscatine, IA. For 180 
days. Supporting shippers): Polysar 
Limited, Sarnia Ontario. Send protests 
to: C. R. Flemming, D/S, I.C.C., 225 
Federal Building, Lansing, MI 48933. 

MC 142328 (Sub-lTA). filed May 18, 
1979. Applicant: THOMAS PARRAN, Jr., 
d.b.a.. Town and Country Coaches, 

15903 Pennant Lane. Bowie, MD 20716. 
Representative: Edward N. Button, P.O. 
Box 1417, Hagerstown. MD 21740. 
Contract carrier, irregular routes: 
Passengers and their luggage, in the 
same vehicle with passengers in round 
trip charter operations, beginning and 
ending at Washington, DC and its 
commercial zone and extending to 
Baltimore, MD and its commercial zone, 
under contract with Arundel Arena, Inc., 
Baltimore, MD, for 90 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): John Stefero, 
General Manager, Arundel Arena. Inc., 
4901 Belle Grove Road. Baltimore. MD 
21225. Send protests to: W. L. Hughes, 
DS, ICC, 1025 Federal Bldg., Baltimore, 
MD 21201. 

MC 142359 (Sub-6TA), filed May 4. 
1979. Applicant: PORT EAST 
TRANSFER. INC., 1404 S. Clinton St.. 
Baltimore, MD 21224. Representative: 
Ray Turchi (same as above). (1) General 
commodities (except Classes A and B 
explosives, commodities in bulk, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, and commodities which 
because of size or weight require special 
equipment) in intermodal containers or 
trailers between Baltimore, MD, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, Altoona, PA 
and (2) Empty containers and empty 
trailers from Altoona, PA to New 
Cumberland. PA. restricted to traffic 
having an immediately prior or 
subsequent movement by water, for 90 
days. An underlying ETA seeking 90 
days has been filed. Supporting 
shipper(s): Jerome J. Stephans, Sea-Land 
Service, Inc., 4901 Holabird Ave., 


Baltimore, MD 21224. Send protests to: 

W. L. Hughes, DS, ICC. 1025 Federal 
Bldg., Baltimore, MD 21201. 

MC 142508 (Sub-78TA), filed April 30, 
1979. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 10810 South 
144th Street, P.O. Box 37465, Omaha, NE 
68137. Representative: Lanny N. Fauss, 
P.O. Box 37096, Omaha, NE 68137. 
Confectionery in temperature controlled 
vehicles , (1) from the facilities of E. J. 
Brach & Sons at or near Chicago. IL to 
Reno, NV; and (2) from the facilities of 
E. J. Brach & Sons at or near Reno, NV to 
points in AZ, CA, IA, MT, OR, UT, and 
WA, for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): E. J. Brach & Sons, 4656 West 
Kinzie St., Chicago. IL 60644. Send 
protests to: Carroll Russell, ICC, Suite 
620.110 No. 14th St., Omaha, NE 68102. 

MC 142508 (Sub-79TA), filed May 4. 
1979. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 10810 So. 
144th St., P.O. Box 37465, Omaha, NE 
68137. Representative: Lanny N. Fauss, 
P.O. Box 37096. Omaha. NE 68137. 
Canned goods, from the facilities of 
Campbell Sales Company at or near 
Chicago, IL to Evansville and 
Vincennes, IN; Paducah, KY; and Joplin, 
Springfield, and St. Louis, MO, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Campbell Sales Company, 2550 W. 35th 
St., Chicago, IL 60632. Send protests to: 
Carroll Russell, ICC, Suite 620,110 No. 
14th St.. Omaha, NE 68102. 

MC 142508 (Sub-80TA), filed May 11, 
1979. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 10810 So. 
144th St., Omaha, NE 68137. 
Representative: L. N. Fauss. P.O. Box 
37096, Omaha, NE 68137. Such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
grocery and food business houses 
(except commodities in bulk), from the 
facilities of Gem, Inc., Byhalia, MS to 
Dallas and Houston, TX; Minneapolis 
and Ortonville, MN; Detroit, MI; 
Cleveland and Cincinnati, OH; Kansas 
City, MO and its commercial zone; 
Lockport. NY; Dayton, NJ; Denver. CO; 
Salt Lake City, UT; Seattle. WA and 
Fullerton, CA. for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Gem, Inc., 1 Gem 
Road, Byhalia. MS 38611. Send protests 
to: Carroll Russell, ICC. Suite 620,110 
No. 14th St.. Omaha, NE 68102. 

MC 142559 (Sub-93TA), filed April 30. 
1979. Applicant: BROOKS 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 3830 Kelley 
Ave., Cleveland, OH 44114. 
Representative: John P. McMahon, Esq., 
100 East Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215. 
Materials and supplies for automobiles 
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and trucks (except commodities in bulk), 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), restricted to traffic originating 
at or destined to the facilities of 
Standard Products Company, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper(s): Standard 
Products Company, 2401 S. Gulley Rd„ 
Dearborn, MI 48124. Send protests to: 
ICC. Federal Reserve Bank Bldg., Room 
620,101 N. Seventh St., Philadelphia, PA 
19106. 

MC 142559 (Sub-94TA), filed April 30, 
1979. Applicant: BROOKS 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 3830 Kelley 
Ave., Cleveland, OH 44114. 
Representative: John P. McMahon, Esq., 

100 E. Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215. 
Such commodities as are dealt in by 
manufacturers and distributors of 
building materials, parts and supplies 
(except commodities in bulk and 
commodities which because of size or 
weight require the use of special 
equipment), (1) between Cleveland and 
Medina, OH, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI), and (2) between Red Lion, PA, 
and Baltimore, MD, on the one hand, 
and. on the other, points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI), for 180 days. 
Supporting Shipper(s): Donn Inc. & All 
Affiliated Companies, 1000 Crocker Rd.. 
Westlake, OH 44145. Send protests to: 
Federal Reserve Bank Bldg.. Room 620, 

101 N. 7th St., Philadelphia, PA 19106. 

MC 142559 (Sub-95TA), filed May 7. 
1979. Applicant: BROOKS 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 3830 Kelley 
Ave., Cleveland. OH 44114. 
Representative: John P. McMahon, Esq., 
100 East Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215. 
Household appliances, and materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of household 
appliances (except commodities in 
bulk), between Columbus. OH, on the 
one hand, and. on the other, points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI), for 180 
days. Supporting shipper(s): White- 
Westinghouse Corp.. 930 Ft. Duquesne, 
Pittsburgh. PA. Send protests to: Mary 
Wehner. D/S, ICC, 731 Federal Office 
Bldg., Cleveland. OH 44199. 

MC 142698 (Sub-5TA). filed May 4. 
1979. Applicant: B. A. STRICKLAND. 620 
Old Highway 99 N., Burlington. WA 
98233. Representative: Henry C. 

Winters. 525 Evergreen Bldg., Renton, 
WA 98055. Contract Carrier: irregular 
routes: (1) Petroleum products, in 
containers, from Kansas City. MO and 
Coffeyville, KS to points in OR and WA. 
(2) detergents and dairy sanitizers, from 
Stockton, CA to Tacoma, WA for the 
account of Western Farmers 
Association, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 


shipper(s): Western Farms Association, 
201 Elliott Avenue West, Seattle, WA 
98119. Send protests to: Shirley M. 
Holmes, T/A, ICC. 858 Federal Bldg M 
Seattle, WA 98174. 

MC 142888 (Sub-8TA), filed April 10, 
1979. Applicant: COX TRANSFER, INC., 
P.O. Box 168. Eureka, IL 61530. 
Representative: Michael W. O’Hara. 300 
Reisch Bldg., Springfield, IL 62701. Glass 
containers, from facilities of Pierce 
Glass at Lincoln, IL to points in IN, KY, 
MI. MO and OH, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Pierce Glass, an 
Indian Head Co.. Port Alleghany, PA 
16743. Send protests to: Annie Booker. 
TA, ICC, 1386 Everett Dirksen Bldg.. 219 
So. Dearborn St., Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 142999 (Sub-15TA), filed May 4. 
1979. Applicant: TRANSPORT 
MANAGEMENT SERVICE 
COPORATION. P.O. Box 39. Burlington, 
NJ 08016. Representative: Ronald N. 
Cobert, Esquire, Suite 501—1730 M 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20036. 
Contract carrier: irregular routes: Acids, 
chemicals, drugs, petroleum products 
and solvents (except in bulk) and 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
acids, chemicals, drugs, petroleum 
products and solvents (except in bulk), 
(1) from Phillipsburg, Delair and 
Pennsauken, NJ and Belfast, PA to LA, 
TX and CA; and (2) from Hayward and 
Los Angeles, CA to NJ and PA, 
restricted to a transportation service to 
be performed under a continuing 
contract or contracts with J. T. Baker 
Chemical Company, a Division of 
Richardson Merrell, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s); J. T. Baker 
Chemical Corporation, a Division of 
Richardson Merrell, 600 North Broad 
Street. Phillipsburg, NJ 08865. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor, ICC, 428 
East State Street, Room 204, Trenton, NJ 
08608. 

MC 143059 (Sub-79TA). filed April 24, 
1979. Applicant: MERCER 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. P.O. Box 
35610, Louisville, KY 40232. 
Representative: John M. Nader, 

Attorney, 1600 Citizens Plaza, Louisville, 
KY 40202. Iron and Steel Articles, from 
(1) Houston, TX to E. St. Louis, IL and its 
commercial zone, KY, LA, MS. FL, and 
PA; (2) Tampa. FL to E. St. Louis, IL, 
Columbus, OH. Philadelphia, PA, and 
Pittsburgh. PA. and their respective 
commercial zones, TX and LA; (3) 
Wheeling, WV to E. St. Louis, IL and its 
commercial zone, and TX, LA, and OK; 
and (4) E. St. Louis, IL and its 
commercial zone to FL, LA. NC, SC, and 


TX. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): Karl 
Kimler, Salesman, Edison Pipe and 
Tubing, Inc., 721 Olive Street. Chemical 
Bldg., St. Louis. MO 63101. Send protests 
to: Linda H. Sypher. 426 Post Office 
Building, Louisville. KY 40202. 

MC 143059 (Sub-80TA). filed May 8. 
1979. Applicant: MERCER 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. P.O. Box 
35610, Louisville. KY 40232. 
Representative: Mr. Louis J. Amato. 
Attorney, P.O. Box E, Bowling Green, 

KY 42101. (1) Air cleaners, air coders, air 
pollution control equipment, and (2) 

Parts and attachments, materials, 
supplies and equipment (except 
commodities in bulk), used in the 
manufacture of air pollution control 
equipment, between the facilities of 
American Air Filter at or near 
Elizabethtown. TN, Brownsville, TN, 
and Louisville, KY. on the one hand, 
and. on the other, point, in the US, 
except AK and HI, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at or 
destined to named origins and 
destinations. Supporting shipper(s): W. 
Jerome Der, American Air Filter 
Company, Inc., 215 Central Ave., 
Louisville, KY 40277. Send protests to: 
Linda H. Sypher, 426 Post Office 
Building, Louisville, KY 40202. 

MC 143059 (Sub-8lTA), filed May 16. 
1979. Applicant: MERCER 
TRANSPORTATION CO., P.O. Box 
35610, Louisville. Ky. 40232. 
Representative: John M. Nader. 

Attorney, 1600 Citizens Plaza, Louisville, 
Ky. 40202. Iron and Steel Pipe, (1) From 
Houston and Rosenberg, TX, to points in 
FL, KY, LA, MS, and PA, (except from or 
to the facilities of Edison Pipe and 
Tubin, Inc.); and (2) from Wheeling, WV, 
to points in LA, TX, and OK (except 
from or to facilities of Edison Pipe and 
Tubing, Inc.) An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Karl Kimler. Salesman, Edison Pipe & 
Tubing. Inc., 721 Olive St., Chemical 
Bldg., St. Louis, MO 63101. Send protests 
to: Mrs. Linda H. Sypher, D/S, ICC, 426 
Post Office Bldg., Louisville. Ky. 40202. 

MC 143178 (Sub-2TA), filed May 2. 
1979. Applicant: GOLDEN STATE 
COACHES. INC.. 1923 N. Carson St.. 
Suite 105. Carson City, NV 89701. 
Representative: Mike Soumbeniotis, 402, 
N. Division St.. Carson City, NV 89701, 

(a) Passengers and their baggage in one¬ 
way and round-trip special and charter 
operations between points in Sutter. 
Yuba. Colusa, Glenn. Butte, Tehama, 
Plumas, Lassen. Sacramento Counties, 
CA and points in the United States 
including AK and excluding HI; (b) 
Passengers and their baggage in one* 
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way and round-trip special operations 
between points in Yolo, Placer (except 
points on and east of CA State Route 
89). Nevada. Sierra. Shasta Counties. 

CA. and points in the United States 
including AK and excluding HI; 
restriction: the one-way operations to be 
conducted are to be restricted to the 
transportation of passengers and their 
baggage having a prior or subsequent 
movement by air, rail, or water from or 
to one of the named CA counties. 
Operations to and from Sacramento 
County. CA, are to be restricted to 
movements to and from Sacramento 
International Airport; condition: the 
authority requested herein, and the 
carrier’s authority in MC-143178 (Sub 
No. 1), to the extent there is any 
duplication, are to be construed as a 
single operating right, for 180 days. 
Supporting Shipper(8): There are 36 
shippers. Their statements may be 
examined at the office listed below and 
Headquarters. Send protests to: W. J. 
Huetig, DS, ICC, 203 Federal Building, 
Carson City. NV 89701. 

MC 143379 (Sub-3TA), filed April 19. 
1979. Applicant: COX TRANSPORT 
CORPORATION. P.O. Box 61. 
Centerfield, UT 84622. Representative: 
Harry D. Pugsley, Attorney, 1283 East 
South Temple No. 501, Salt Lake City. 

UT 84102. Coal, In bulk, from J. B. King 
mine, formerly Dog Valley Mine (15 
miles east of Salina, UT) to tailheads at 
Aurora and Mills Junction. UT, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA requests 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Western States Minerals Corporation, 
7475 West 5th Avenue. Lakewood, CO 
80226. Send protests to: L. D. Heifer, DS, 
ICC. 5301 Federal Bldg., Sait Lake City, 
UT 8413a 

MC 143478 (Sub-llTA). filed May 18. 
1979. Applicant: G. P. THOMPSON 
ENTERPRISES. INC., P.O. Box 146, 
Midway, AL 36053. Representative: 

Terry P. Wilson, 420 South Lawrence, 
Montgomery, AL 36104. Bananas, from 
Norfolk. VA, and points in its 
commercial zone, to points in FL, GA, 
NC, SC. AL TN. MS, PA. OH. and points 
in NY, on and west of Interstate 
Highway 81. for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shipper(s): The Best Banana Company, 
3616 E. Virginia Beach Blvd., Norfolk. 
Virginia 23502. Send protests to: Mabel 
E. Holston, T/A, ICC. Room 1816—2121 
Building, Birmingham. AL 35203. 

MC 143708 (Sub-lTA), filed March 21. 
1979. Applicant: DUNES BULK 
TERMINAL COMPANY, INC., 3965 N. 
Meridian Street. Indianapolis, IN 46208. 
Representative: Alki E. Scopelitis, 1301 
Merchants Plaza, Indianapolis. IN 42604. 


Com products, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
(1) from Indianapolis. IN to MO and (2) 
From Cedar Rapids, IA to Indianapolis, 
IN, for 180 days. Supporting shipper 
Archer Midland Daniels Company, Box 
1470, Decatur. IL 62525. Send protests to: 
Beverly J. Williams. Transportation 
Assistant. ICC, 46 E. Ohio St., Rm. 429, 
Indianapolis. IN 46204. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. 

MC 143989 (Sub-4TA), filed May 3, 
1979. Applicant: GREEN MOUNTAIN 
CARRIERS. INC., P.O. Box 1319, Albany, 
N.Y. 12201. Representative: Gordon 
Sands (same address as applicant). 
Contract: Irregular—Plastic Materials, 
from Selkirk, NY to Points in AL, AR. 

CA. CO. FL. GA, IL, IN, IA, KY, LA. MI, 
MN. MS, MO, NE. NC, OH, OR. PA. SC, 
TN. TX, VA, WA. WV and WI. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting Shipper(s): General Electric 
Company. Noryl Ave., Selkirk. NY 12158. 
Send protests to: David M. Miller, 

District Supervisor. 338 Federal Building. 
436 Dwight Street, Springfield, Mass. 
01103. 

MC 144069 (Sub-IOTA). filed April 26, 
1979. Applicant: FREIGHTWAYS, INC., 
P.O. Box 5204, Charlotte, NC 28225. 
Representative: W.T. Trowbridge (same 
address as applicant). Erection 
equipment, viz: (1) accessories and/or 
scaffolding; (2) braces, erection, steel; 

(3) forms, concrete construction, 
fiberglass or steel, nested; (4) lumber or 
centering, with or without steel braces 
attached; and (5) scaffolding, builders or 
maintenance, steel or steel and wood 
combined, flat or folded flat or knocked 
down flat; (1) between the facilities of 
Ceco Corporation at or near Muirkirk, 
MD on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in VA, and NC; and (2) between 
the facilities and job sites of Ceco 
Corporation at points in NC on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in VA for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days of authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Ceco Corporation, 5601 West 26th 
Street, Chicago. IL 60650. Send protests 
to: Terrell Price. DS. ICC, 800 Briar 
Creek Rd.. Rm., CC-516, Charlotte, NC 
28205. 

MC 144208 (Sub-3TA), filed April 17, 
1979. Applicant: ART NORDANG 
TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 507. 

Methow. WA 98534. Representative: 
Boyd Hartman. P.O. Box 3641, Bellevue, 
WA 98004. General commodities, except 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, having a prior or subsequent 
movement by water, between ports in 
the State of WA, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Chelan, Douglas, 
Yakima. Grant and Okanogan Counties, 
WA for 180 days. An underlying ETA 


seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shipper(s): 

Tree Top. Inc., P.O. Box **0”, Cashmere. WA 
98815. 

The Hanna Mining Co.. P.O. Box 381, 
Wenatchee. WA. 

Aluminum Company of America. 1501 Alcoa 
Building. Pittsburgh. PA 15219. 

Witco Chemical Co.. P.O. Box 636, Quincy, 
WA 98848. 

Send protests to: Shirley M. Holmes, T/ 
A ICC, 858 Federal Bldg.. Seattle. WA 
98174. 

MC 144239 (Sub-llTA). filed May 2. 
1979. Applicant: J.L.T. CORPORATION. 
Route 22, White House Station. NJ. 
08889. Representative: Charles J. 
Williams, 1815 Front Street. Scotch 
Plains, NJ. 07076. Contract carrier 
irregular routes: cheese, cheese 
products, and synthetic cheese, in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from the facilities used by 
L.D. Schreiber Cheese Co.. Inc. at or 
near Green Bay, WI to points in CT, DE. 
MA, ME, MD. NJ, NY. OH, PA. RI. VT, 
WV and DC, under a continuing 
contract with L.D. Schreiber Cheese Co., 
Inc., for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shipper(s): L.D. Schreiber Cheese Co¬ 
lne., P.O. Box 610, Green Bay, WI 54305. 
Send protests to: District Supervisor. 
ICC, 428 East State Street. Room 204. 
Trenton, NJ 08608. 

MC 144378 (Sub-2TA), filed May 7. 
1979. Applicant: SKY CORPORATION. 
P.O. Box 838, Bismarck, ND 58501. 
Representative: Charles E. Johnson. 418 
East Rosser Avenue. P.O. Box 1982, 
Bismarck, ND 58501. Contract carrier 
over irregular routes: Lumber, lumber 
products and wood products, (A) from 
points in MT. ID. WA. OR and CA to 
points in MN. ND, SD, IA. and WI: and 
(B) from MN to ND and SD. restricted to 
a transportation service to be performed 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Canton Corporations, Minneapolis. 
MN. for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shipperfs): Canton Corporations, Box 
9328, Minneapolis, MN 55440. Send 
protests to: DS, ICC, Room 268 Fed. 
Bldg., 657 2nd Avenue North, Fargo, ND 
58102. 

MC 144378 (Sub-3TA), filed May 17. 
1979. Applicant: SKY CORPORATION. 
P.O. Box 838, Bismarck. ND 58501. 
Representative: Charles E. Johnson, 418 
East Rosser Avenue. P.O. Box 1982. 
Bismarck. ND 58501. Contract carrier: 
over irregular routes: Roofing and 
roofing materials, from Minneapolis and 
Shakopee, MN to points in ND on and 
west of U.S. Hwy #281, under contract 
with Benrud Building Materials and 
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Builders Supply Co.. Bismarck, ND, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Benrud Building Materials. East of City, 
Bismarck, ND 58501. Builders Supply 
Co., 115 N. 24th St., Bismarck, ND 58501. 
Send protests to: H. E. Farsdale, DS, 

ICC. Room 268 Fed. Bldg. & U.S. Post 
Office, 657 2nd Avenue North, Fargo, ND 
58102. 

MC 144438 (Sub-6TA), filed April 30, 
1979. Applicant: COUNTY LINE 
TRUCKING. INC., 224 N. Defiance St., 
Archbold. OH 43502. Representative: 
Michael Briley, 300 Madison Ave., 
Toledo. OH 43603. Baker's yeast (except 
in bulk), from the facilities of Anheuser- 
Busch at East Brunswick, NJ to Chicago, 
IL; Indianapolis, IN; Detroit and Lansing, 
MI: Cleveland, Columbus. Dayton and 
Toledo, OH; Wilkinsburg, PA (and their 
respective commercial zones), for 180 
days. Supporting shipper(s): Anheuser- 
Busch. Inc., 721 Pestalozzi St., St. Louis. 
MO 63118. Send protests to: ICC, Fed. 
Res. Bank Bldg., 101 N. 7th St., Rm. 620, 
Phila., PA 19106. 

MC 144549 (Sub-5TA), Tiled May 15, 
1979. Applicant: PITTSVILLE SERVICES 
INC., 146 Daniels Avenue, Pittsfield, MA 
01201. Representative: David M. 
Marshall. Marshall and Marshall, 101 
State Street—Suite 304, Springfield, MA 
01103. Contract carrier: over irregular 
routes: Wood flour, in bulk between the 
facilities of Genal Products Business 
Section, Plastics Division, General 
Electric Company located at Pittsfield. 
MA and Somerville. SC. under contract 
with Genal Products Business Section, 
Plastics Division. General Electric 
Company, for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Genal Products Business 
Section, Plastics Division, General 
Electric Company, 100 Woodlawn 
Avenue, Pittsfield. MA 01201. Send 
protests to: David M. Miller, DS, ICC, 

436 Dwight Street, Springfield, MA 
01103. 

MC 144609 (Sub-4TA), filed May 4, 
1979. Applicant: Adan J. Dominguez, 
d.b.a., DOMINGUEZ BROS. PRODUCE 
CO., 1500 South Zarzamora St., San 
Antonio. TX 78207. Representative: 
Kenneth R. Hoffman, 807 Brazos St., 

Suite 801, Austin, TX 78701. Applicant 
seeks common motor carrier authority 
over irregular routes to transport 
Foodstuffs, (except in bulk) from Laredo, 
TX and points in its commercial zone to 
points in AZ. CA and NM. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Laredo Cold 
Storage. Inc., P.O. Box 2368, Laredo, TX 
78041. Send protests to: Richard H. 
Dawkins. DS, ICC. Room B-400 Federal 


Building, 727 E. Durango St.. San 
Antonio, TX 78206. 

MC 144688 (Sub-21TA), filed May 10, 
1979. Applicant: READY TRUCKING. 
INC., 4722 Lake Mirror Place. Forest 
Park, GA 30050. Representative: Lavem 
R. Holdeman, 521 S. 14th St.. Suite 500, 
Lincoln. NE 68501. Salt and salt products 
(except in bulk) from the facilities of 
United Salt Corp. at or near Houston, 

TX to points in the State of AL, GA, MS, 
SC and TN for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): United Salt Corp., 4151 S.W. 
Freeway, Suite 508, Houston, TX 77027. 
Send protests to: Sara K. Davis, T/A, 
ICC, 1252 W. Peachtree St., N.W., Rm. 
300, Atlanta. GA 30309. 

MC 144779 (Sub-3TA), filed May 3. 
1979. Applicant: AHA, INC., Box 513, 
Panguitch, UT 84759. Representative: 
Glen M. Hatch. Attorney at Law, 80 
West Broadway, Suite No. 300, Salt Lake 
City, UT 84101. Lumber, (1) from 
Panguitch. UT to points in CA and (2) 
from Escalante, UT to points in NM, TX 
and CA. for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
8hipper(s): Escalante Sawmills. Inc., P.O. 
Box 299, Escalante, UT 84726. Send 
protests to: L. D. Heifer, DS, ICC. 5301 
Federal Bldg., Salt Lake City, UT 84138. 

MC 144798 (Sub-5TA), filed May 8, 
1979. Applicant: JAMES W. BERG and 
JOHN W. BERG, d.b.a. Dutch Line, 2120 
Harbor St., Pittsburg, CA 94565. 
Representative: R. A. Greene, Attorney 
at Law. 100 Pine St.. Rm 2550, San 
Francisco, CA 94111.180 days motor 
contract carrier, over irregular routes. 
Lubricating oils, used lubricating oils, 
oil additives and drain oil. Between 
Alameda. San Mateo, Ventura and Los 
Angeles Counties, California and points 
in OR. WA. NV. UT and ID. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): EkoTek Lube Inc.. 
7901 Oakport St., Oakland, CA 94621. 
Send protests to: Dist. Supv. A. J. 
Rodriguez, I.C.C., 211 Main St.. Suite 500, 
San Francisco, CA 94105. 

MC 144938 (Sub-lTA), filed April 6. 
1979. Applicant: BILLY L. NORTH, d.b.a. 
Veterans Trucking, 97-27th Ave. N.W., 
Gig Harbor, WA 98335. Representative: 
Billy L. North (same as above.) Contract 
carrier: irregular routes: Play structures 
and play areas, from Tacoma, WA to 
points in OR, CA, NV and AZ. for the 
account of Northwest Design Products, 
Inc., d.b.a., Big Toys. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Northwest Design Products. 
Inc., d.b.a.. Big Toys. 3113 So. Pine, 
Tacoma, WA 98409. Send protests to: 
Shirley M Homes, T/A, ICC. 858 
Federal Bldg., Seattle, WA 98174. 


MC 144989 (Sub-3TA), filed May 8, 
1979. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
MOUNTAIN CONTRACT CARRIER, 
INC., P.O. Box 1965, Dalton, GA 30720. 
Representative: S. H. Rich. 1600 
Cromwell Ct.. Charlotte, NC 28205. 
Contract carrier: Irregular routes: Paper 
and paper products, plastic and plastic 
products and commodities used in the 
manufacture and distribution thereof 
(except bulk) between Carthage and So. 
Glens Falls, NY, Greensburg, IN, New 
Castle. DE and points in the States of 
AL, FL. GA. IN, KY. MS, NC. OH, SC. 
TN, VA and WV for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Crown Zellerback 
Corp., 8966 Latty Ave., Berkeley. MO 
63134. Send protests to: Sara K. Davis. 
T/A, ICC. 1252 W. Peachtree St., NW, 
Rm. 300, Atlanta, GA 30309. 

MC 144989 (Sub-4TA), filed Mav 8. 
1979. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
MOUNTAIN CONTRACT CARRIER. 
INC.. P.O. Box 1965. Dalton, GA 30720. 
Representative: S. H. Rich, 1600 
Cromwell Ct., Charlotte. NC 28205. 
Contract carrier: Irregular routes: 
Carpets, carpeting, carpet remnants or 
rugs from Floyd and Gordon Counties. 
GA to points in the States of CA and AZ 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Marglen Industries, Inc., P.O. Box 3028, 
Rome, GA 30161. Send protests to: Sara 
K. Davis, T/A, ICC, 1252 W. Peachtree 
St., NW, Rm. 300. Atlanta. GA 30309. 

MC 144989 (Sub-5TA), filed April 18. 
1979. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
MOUNTAIN CONTRACT CARRIER, 
INC., P.O. Box 1965, Dalton. GA 30720. 
Representative: S. H. Rich, 1600 
Cromwell Ct.. Charlotte. NC 28205. 
Contract carrier: Irregular routes: 
Carpets, carpeting, rugs, yam and jute 
and materials used in the manufacture 
of carpets, carpeting and rugs between 
the facilities of J & J Industries. Inc., 
Dalton, GA and points and places in the 
U.S. except AK afid HI. for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): J & J Industries, 
Inc., P.O. Box 1287. Dalton, GA 30720. 
Send protests to: Sara K. Davis, T/A, 
ICC. 1252 W. Peachtree St. N.W., Rm. 

300, Atlanta, GA 30309. 

MC 145018 (Sub-5TA), filed April 23, 
1979. Applicant: NORTHEAST 
DELIVERY. INC., P.O. Box 127, Taylor. 
PA 18517. Representative: John W. 

Frame, Box 626, 2207 Old Gettysburg 
Road, Camp Hill. PA 17011. Materials, 
supplies and products used in or 
produced by the food processing 
industry (except commodities in bulk), 
from the facilities of Welch Foods, North 
East, PA and Westfield, NY. to points in 
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TX, LA. AR, OK. KS. MS. MO and NM 
for 180 days. Supporting shippers): 
Welch Foods. Inc., Two South Portage 
Street, Westfield. NY 14787. Send 
protests to: ICC, Federal Reserve Bank 
Building, 101 N. Seventh Street. Phila., 
PA 19106. 

MC 145018 (Sub-6TA). filed April 30. 
1979. Applicant: NORTHEAST 
DELIVERY. INC.. P.O. Box 127. Taylor, 
PA 18517. Representative: John W. 
Frame. Box 626. 2207 Old Gettysburg 
Road. Camp Hill. PA 17011. Paper bags 
and/or wrapping paper, noi and/or 
materials and supplies used in 
connection with the manufacture, sale 
or distribution of the above-named 
commodities, from the facilities of 
Terminal Paper Bag Co., at Yulee. FL, to 
points in NY. NJ. OH. MD. VA. and DC 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shippers): 
Terminal Paper Bag Co., Inc., 529 Fifth 
Avenue, New York. NY 10017. Send 
protests to: ICC. Federal Reserve Bank 
Building, 101 N. Seventh Street, Room 
620. Philadelphia. PA 19106. 

MC 145369 (Sub-2TA), filed February 
1.1979. Applicant: AERO LIMOUSINE 
CO.. INC., 2213 Concord Pike. 
Wilmington. DE 19803. Representative: 
Raymond A. Thistle, Jr., Five Cottman 
Court, Homestead Road and Cottman 
St.. Jenkintown, PA 19046. Passengers 
and their baggage in the same vehicle 
with passengers in vehicles with a 
maximum seating capacity of 10 
passengers plus driver, between the 
Philadelphia International Airport 
located at Philadelphia, PA. on the one 
hand, and on the other, points in New 
Castle County, DE, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): There are 16 
supporting shippers. Their statements 
may be examined at the office listed 
below and Headquarters. Send protests 
to: Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Federal Reserve Bank Building, 101 N. 
7th St.. Rm. 620. Phila., PA 19106. 

MC 145468 (Sub-IOTA). filed April 19. 
1979. Applicant: KSS 
TRANSPORTATION CORP.. P.O. Box 
3052, North Brunswick, NJ 08902. 
Representative: Elaine M. Conway, 10 
South LaSalle Street, Suite 1600. 

Chicago, 1L 60603. (1) Foodstuffs, frozen 
foodstuffs, (except commodities in bulk) 
and (2) commodities used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities named in (1) above. 

(except commodities in bulk) between 
Des Moines and Perry, IA, on the one 
hand, and, on the other hand, Kansas 
City. Mexico, St. Joseph and Sedalia, 
MO; and Kansas City. KS. for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 


authority. Supporting shippers): 

Beatrice Foods Co., 1719 W. Grand 
Avenue. Des Moines. LA 50309. Send 
protests to: Irwin Rosen, TS. ICC, 9 
Clinton Street, Room 618, Newark, NJ 
07102. 

MC 145559 (Sub-lTA). filed May 1, 
1979. Applicant: NORTH ALABAMA 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., P.O. Box 38, 
Ider, AL 35981. Representative: William 
P. Jackson. Jr., 3426 N. Washington 
Blvd., P.O. Box 1240. Arlington. VA 
22210. Frozen vegetables, from Portland, 
Eugene and Salem, OR: Walla Walla, 
WA: and Nampa. ID to points in TX, LA. 
AR. MS, AL, TN. CA. FL and SC. for 180 
days, restricted to the transportation of 
shipments destined to facilities utilized 
by Church’s Fried Chicken, Inc. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(8): H & L Sales, Inc., 
1608 W. Sylvester, Pasco. WA 99301. 
Send protests to: Mabel E. Holston, T/A, 
ICC, Room 1616, 2121 Building, 
Birmingham, AL 35203. 

MC 145579 (Sub-4TA), filed May 14, 
1979. Applicant: D. IRVIN TRANSPORT 
LIMITED. Box 8, Station T. Calgary. AB, 
Canada T2H 2G7. Representative: 
Charles E. Johnson, 418 East Rosser 
Avenue, Bismarck, ND 58501. Drilling 
mud, drilling mud additives, oil field 
chemicals, lost circulation materials 
and polymers, from points in the U.S., 
including AK. but excluding HI. to ports 
of entry located on the International 
Boundary line between the U.S. and 
Canada in all bordering states, for 
furtherance to the facilities of United 
Mud Supply located at points in Alberta 
in foreign commerce only, for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): United 
Mud Supply. 2410, 505-4th Avenue SW, 
Calgary, AB. Canada T2P0J8. Send 
protests to: Paul J. La bane, DS, ICC, 2602 
First Avenue North, Billings, MT 59101. 

MC 145G08 (Sub-lTA), filed April 27, 
1979. Applicant: HENRY JOHNSON 
TRUCKING, 7701 Greenleaf Drive, 
Omaha. NE 68128. Representative: 
Melvin C. Hansen, 610 Service Life 
Building, Omaha, NE 68102. Meat, meat 
products and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses as described in 
Motor Carrier Certificates 61MCC 209 
and 766 (except hides and commodities 
in bulk), from Omaha and Dakota City, 
NE to Lodi and Vernon, CA and 
Chicago. IL and its commercial zone, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shippers): 
Omaha Porkers. Inc.. 4410 So. 36th St., 
Omaha. NE 68107. Send protests to: 
Carroll Russell, ICC, Suite 620,110 No. 
14th St.. Omaha. NE 68102. 


MC 145629 (Sub-3TA). filed May 3. 
1979. Applicant: FUCHS, INC., R.R, 1, 

Box 576, Sauk City, WI 53583. 
Representative: Michael Wyngaard, 150 
E. Gilman St.. Madison, Wl 53703. (1) 
Lumber, lumber products and building 
components, and (2) equipment, 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture, sale and distribution of 
the commodities in (1) above, between 
Warrens. WL on the one hand, and on 
the other, points In the U.S. (except AK 
& HI), restricted against transportation 
of commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shippers): 
Wisconsin Forest Products, Inc.. P.O. 

Box 37, Warrens, WI 54666. Send 
protests to: Gail Daugherty, TA, ICC. 517 
E. Wisconsin Ave.. Rm. 619, Milwaukee, 
WI 53202. 

MC 145738 (Sub-7TA). filed April 28, 
1979. Applicant: EAST-WEST MOTOR 
FREIGHT. INC., P.O. Box 525, Hwy 45 
South. Selmer, TN 38375. 

Representative: Richard M. Tettlebaum. 
Serby & Mitchell. P.C., 5th Floor, Lenox 
Towers South, 3390 Peachtree Street 
NE., Atlanta. GA 30326. (1) Carpet 
cleaning machines, and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture, distribution and operation 
of carpet cleaning machines, from the 
facilities of Rug Doctor, Inc. at or near 
Fresno, CA to the facilities of Rug 
Doctor. Inc. at or near St. Louis. MO. for 
180 days. Restriction; Parts (1) and (2) 
above are restricted against the 
transportation of commodities in bulk 
and commodities which because of size 
or weight require the use of special 
equipment. Note: Dual operations may 
be involved. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shipper(9) 
Rug Doctor, lnc„ 2788 Larkin Avenue, 
Fresno. CA 93737. Send protests to: 

Floyd A. Johnson. DS. ICC, Suite 2006, 
100 North Main Street. Memphis. TN 
38103. 

MC 145738 (Sub-7TA), filed May 14. 
1979. Applicant: EAST-WEST MOTOR 
FREIGHT. INC., P.O. Box 525, Hwy 45 
South. Selmer. TN 38375. 

Representative: Richard M. Tettelbaum. 
5th Floor. Lenox Towers South, 3390 
Peachtree Road, N.E.. Atlanta. GA 
30326. Fiberglass products and 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture, sale and 
distribution of fiberglass products 
(except commodities in bulk), from the 
facilities of Reichold Chemicals. Inc., 
Nashville. TN to points in CA. FL, GA. 

IL. IN. MA, ML MN. NH. NY. NC. OH. 
OK and VA, for 180 days. Supporting 
shippers): Reichold Chemicals, Inc., RCI 
Building. White Plains. NY 10603. Send 
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protests to: Floyd A. Johnson, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 100 North Main Building— 
Suite 2006.100 North Main Street, 
Memphis, TN 38103. 

MC 145788 (Sub-3TA). filed May 3. 
1979. Applicant: RAYMOND C. THEDE, 
d.b.a. THEDE TRUCKING, R.R. #2. 
Jefferson. LA 50129. Representative: 
Richard D. Howe, 600 Hubbell Bldg., Des 
Moines. IA 50309. Crude soybean oil in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Des Moines, 
Eagle Grove, Iowa Falls, Cedar Rapids 
and Ralston. IA to the facilities of Hunt- 
Wesson Foods, Inc. at or near Chicago, 

IL for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shipper(s): Hunt-Wesson Foods, Inc., 
4421 West 31st St.. Chicago. IL 60623. 
Send protests to: Herbert W. Allen, DS, 
ICC. 518 Federal Bldg., Des Moines. LA 
5039. 

MC 145829 (Sub-8TA), filed May 4, 
1979. Applicant: ETI CORP., P.O. Box 
549. Linden, NJ 07036. Representative: 
George A. Olsen, P.O. Box 357, 
Gladstone, NJ 07934. Contract carrier, 
irregular routes for 180 days. Canned 
and preserved foodstuffs, from the 
facilities of Heinz. USA located at or 
near Pittsburgh, PA to points in NJ and 
to points in NY on and south of Highway 
84 and on and east of Highway 87. 

Under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Heinz, USA. A Division of H. J. 
Heinz Co., Pittsburgh, PA. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Heinz USA, Division of H. J. 
Heinz Company, P.O. Box 57, Pittsburgh, 
PA 15230. Send protests to: Robert E. 
Johnston, DS. ICC, 9 Clinton Street. 

Room 618, Newark NJ 07102. 

By the Commission 
H. G. Homme. Jr., 

Secretary. 

\m Doc 79-19286 Filed 8-20-79: 8:45 am] 

BILLING COOE 7035-01-M 


(Notice No. 92j 

Motor Carrier Temporary Authority 
Applications 

June 7,1979. 

The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. These rules 
provide that an original and six (6) 
copies of protests to an application may 
be Tiled with the field official named in 
the Federal Register publication no later 
than the 15th calendar day after the date 
the notice of the filing of the application 
is published in the Federal Register. One 
copy of the protest must be served on 


the applicant, or its authorized 
representative, if any, and the protestant 
must certify that such service has been 
made. The protest must identify the 
operating authority upon which it is 
predicated, specifying the “MC” docket 
and “Sub" number and quoting the 
particular portion of authority upon 
which it relies. Also, the protestant shall 
specify the service it can and will 
provide and the amount and type of 
equipment it will make available for use 
in connection with the service 
contemplated by the TA application. 

The weight accorded a protest shall be 
governed by the completeness and 
pertinence of the protestant’s 
information. 

Except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of its 
application. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington. D.C., and also 
in the ICC Field Office to which protests 
are to be transmitted. 

Note.—All applications seek authority to 
operate as a common carrier over irregular 
routes except as otherwise noted. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

MC 2934 (Sub-22TA), filed March 16. 
1979. Applicant: AERO MAYFLOWER 
TRANSIT CO.. INC., 9998 N. Michigan 
Road, Carmel, IN 46032. Representative: 
James L Beattey, 130 E. Washington St., 
Suite 1000, Indianapolis, IN 46204. 
Fireplace air heaters and ventilators 
combined and parts and accessories for 
fireplace air heaters and ventilators 
combined, from the facilities of Superior 
Fireplace Company at or near Baltimore, 
MD and Union City, TN, to points in the 
U.S. (except AJC and HI), for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: Superior Fireplace 
Company, Div. Mobex Corp., 4325 
Artesia Avenue, Fullerton. CA 92633. 
Send protests to: Beverly J. Williams, 
Transportation Assistant, ICC, 46 E. 

Ohio St., Rm. 429, Indianapolis, IN 
46204. 

MC 14125 (Sub-IOTA). filed May 21. 
1979. Applicant: PIQUA TRANSFER & 
STORAGE CO.. 524 Young Street, Piqua, 
OH 45356. Representative: Boyd B. 

Ferris, 50 West Broad St., Columbus, OH 
43215. Such commodities as are dealt in 
or used by manufacturers of welded 
steel tubing, except in bulk, between 
Piqua. OH, on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in IN, MI, IL. PA, WV, and 
KY, for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 


shippers): Miami Industries, Division of 
MSL Industries, Inc., P.O. Box 912, North 
Dixie Highway. Piqua, OH 45356. Send 
protests to: I.C.C. Rm. 620,101 N. 7th St.. 
Phila., PA 19106. 

MC 14215 (Sub-37TA), filed May 21, 
1979. Applicant: SMITH TRUCK 
SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 1329, 
Steubenville, OH 43952. Representative: 
John L. Alden, 1396 W. 5th Ave., 
Columbus, OH 43212. Ferro nickle, from 
Baltimore, MD to points in OH and PA. 
and materials, equipment and supplies, 
except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, on return, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): Le Nickel, Inc., 
450 Park Ave., New York. NY 10022. 
Send protests to: J. A. Niggemyer, DS. 
416 Old P.O. Bldg., Wheeling. WV 26003. 

MC 14215 (Sub-38TA), filed May 21, 
1979. Applicant: SMITH TRUCK 
SERVICE. INC., P.O. Box 1329, 
Steubenville, OH 43952. Representative: 
John L. Alden, 1396 W. 5th Ave., 
Columbus, OH 43212. Iron and steel and 
iron and steel articles, from Toledo, OH 
to points in AL, IL. IN, MI, MO, PA and 
TN, and materials, equipment and 
supplies, except commodities in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, on return, for 180 days. 
Supporting Shipper(s): Lucas Steel, 2361 
Albion St., Toledo. OH 43606. Send 
protests to: J. A. Niggemyer, DS, 416 Old 
P.O. Bldg., Wheeling, WV 26003. 

MC 14215 (Sub-39TA), filed May 21. 
1979. Applicant: SMITH TRUCK 
SERVICE. INC., P.O. Box 1329, 
Steubenville, OH 43952. Representative: 
John L Alden, 1396 W. 5th Ave., 
Columbus, OH 43212. Iron and steel and 
iron and steel articles, from 
Steubenville, OH to points in MD, and 
materials, equipment and supplies, 
except commodities in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, on return, for 180 days. 
Supporting Shipper(s): Trans-Buckeye 
Sheet and Strip Steel Company, P.O. 

Box 579, Steubenville, OH 43952. Send 
protests to: J. A. Niggemyer. DS, 416 Old 
P.O. Bldg., Wheeling. WV 26003. 

MC 15975 (Sub-15TA), filed May 3. 
1979. Applicant: BUSKE LINES. INC., 

123 West Tyler Avenue. Litchfield, IL 
62056. Representative: Howard H. Buske 
(same address as applicant). Common 
irregular: Cooling radiators, and parts. 
from Paducah, KY to Detroit. MI, for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper. Ford 
Motor Company. P.O. Box 1529, 
Southfield and Rotunda Dr., Dearborn, 
MI 48121. Send protests to: Charles D. 
Little, D/S. ICC. Rm. 414, Leland Office 
Bldg., 527 East Capitol Avenue, 
Springfield. IL 62701. 

MC 15975 (Sub-16TA), filed May 9, 
1979. Applicant: BUSKE LINES, INC., 
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123 West Tyler Avenue, Litchfield, IL 
62056. Representative: Howard H. Buske 
(same address as applicant). Automobile 
parts and accessories, from Alma, 

Grand Rapids, Holland. Kalamazoo, 
Mendon, Niles, and Zeeland, Ml, to St. 
Louis. MO and points in its Commercial 
Zone, for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper: Ford Motor Company, One 
Parklane Blvd., Parklane Towers. Suite 
200-E, Dearborn, Ml 48126. Send protests 
to: ICC, Rm. 414, 527 East Capitol 
Avenue, Springfield. IL 62701. 

MC 19945 (Sub-71TA), filed May 3, 
1979. Applicant: BEHNKEN TRUCK 
SERVICE. INC., Route 13, New Athens, 
IL 62264. Representative: Joseph R. 
Behnken (same address as applicant). 
Common irregular: Salt, from the 
facilities of Gunther Salt Company at St 
Louis, MO to Paragould and Caraway, * 
AK, for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper: Gunther Salt Co., 920 South 
Second St., St. Louis. MO. Send protests 
to: Charles D. Little. D/S. ICC. Rm. 414, 
Leland Office Bldg. 527 Capitol Avenue, 
Springfield, IL 62701. 

MC 35334 (Sub-83TA), filed May 23. 
1979. Applicant: COOPER JARRETT, 
INC., Hanover Plaza, Morristown. NJ 
07960. Representative: Irving Klein, 371 
Seventh Avenue. New York, NY 10001. 
Common, regular General commodities 
(except those of unusual value, Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment): Between Memphis, 
TN on the one hand, and. Cincinnati, 

OH on the other, serving Cincinnati. OH 
for the purpose of joinder only, and 
serving no intermediate points, as 
follows: Route 7 . From Memphis, TN 
over Interstate Hwy 40 to Nashville. TN: 
thence over Interstate Hwy 65 to 
Louisville, KY; thence over Interstate 
Hwy 71 to its Junction with Interstate 
Hwy 75: and thence over Interstate Hwy 
75 to Cincinnati, OH and return over the 
same route. Route 2. From Memphis, TN 
over US Hwy 51 to its Junction with US 
Hwy 45; thence over US Hwy 45 to 
Paducah, KY; thence over US Hwy 62 to 
junction with Western Kentucky. 
Parkway; thence over Western 
Kentucky, Parkway to its junction with 
Interstate Hwy 65 at or near 
Elizabethtown, KY; thence over 
Interstate Hwy 65 to Louisville, KY; 
thence over Interstate Hwy 71 to 
junction with Interstate Hwy 75; thence 
over Interstate Hwy 75 to Cincinnati and 
return over the same route, for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 50 


Supporting Shippers statements on file 
at the Newark. NJ field office. Send 
protests to: Joel Morrows, D/S ICC, 744 
Broad Street—Room 522, Newark, NJ 
07102. 

MC 107515 (Sub-1240TA), Bled May 
11.1979. Applicant: REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT CO.. INC. P.O. Box 308, 
Forest Park, GA 30050. Representative: 
Alan E. Serby, 3390 Peachtree Road, NE, 
5th Floor—Lenox Towers South. 

Atlanta, GA 30326. Canned and 
preserved foodstuffs from the facilities 
of Heinz, USA, Div. of H. J. Heinz 
Company at or near Greenville, SC to 
points in AL, GA and TN; Restricted to 
traffic originating at the named facilities 
and destined to the named states for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper(s): Heinz, 
USA. Div. of H. J. Heinz Co., P.O. Box 57, 
Pittsburgh. PA 15230. Send protests to: 
Sara K. Davis. T/A, ICC, 1252 W. 
Peachtree St., NW, Rm. 300, Atlanta, GA 
30309. 

MC 109124 (Sub-79TA), Bled May 17, 
1979. Applicant: SENTLE Trucking 
Corporation, P.O. Box 7850, Toledo, OH 
43619. Representative: James M. Burtch. 
100 East Broad Street, Columbus. OH 
43215. Ammonium Sulfate, from 
Aliquippa, PA to Woodville, OH. for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Woodville Lime & Chemical Co.. 643 
Lime Road, Woodville, OH 43469. Send 
protests to: I.C.C., 101 N. 7th Street. Rm. 
620, Phila., PA 19106. 

MC 110325 (Sub-102TA), filed April 27. 
1979. Applicant: TRANSCON LINES, a 
California Corporation, 101 Continental 
Boulevard, El Segundo. CA 90245. 
Representative: Wentworth E. Griffin. 
Esq., Griffin, Dysart, Taylor, Penner & 
Lay, 1221 Baltimor Avenue, Kansas City, 
MO 64105. Common: Regular General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
between Bristol, TN and Bristol. VA, 
serving points in Russell, Scott and 
Washington Counties, VA as off-route 
points over U.S. Hwys. 11-W and 11-E, 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
up to 90 days operating authority. 
Supporting Shipper(s): There are 17 
supporting shippers. Their statements 
may be examined at the office listed 
below and headquarters. Send protests 
to: Irene Carlos, TA, ICC. Room 1321 
Federal Building, 300 North Los Angeles 
Street, Los Angeles, California 90012. 

MC 111274 (Sub-43TA). filed May 11. 
1979. Applicant: SCHMIDGALL 
TRANSFER, INC.. P.O. Box 356, RR No. 


2, Morton. IL 61550. Representative: 
Frederick C. Schmidgall (same address 
as applicant). Contract Irregular: Steel 
tubing, pipe and alloy tubing and 
complimentary products, between 
Chicago. IL. on the one hand, and on the 
other. OH, WV. TX, LA. MN, UT. MT, 
WA, and WI, for 180 days. Supporting 
Shipper(s): Keystone Tube, 13527 South 
Halsted St., Chicago, IL. Send protests 
to: Charles D. Little, D/S. ICC. Rm. 414 
Leland Office Bldg., 527 East Capital 
Ave., Springfield, IL 62701. 

MC 119274 (Sub-3TA), filed May 22, 
1979. Applicant: LEWIS & THOMPSON 
TRUCKING, INC., Mongomery City, MO 
63361. Representative: Thomas P. Rose, 
P.O. Box 205, Jefferson City, MO 65102. 
Animal and poultry feed and feed 
ingredients, and animal health aids and 
sanitation products between the 
facilities of Allied Mills, Inc., at or near 
East St. Louis, IL, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in MO on and east 
of U.S. Hwy. 63 and Mason City, IA, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Allied Mills, Inc., 939 Office Park Rd.. 
West Des Moines, IA 50265. Send 
protests to: P. E. Binder, D/S. ICC. Rm. 
1465. 210 N. 12th St., St. Louis. MO 
63101. 

MC 119654 (Sub-72TA), filed May 14, 
1979. Applicant: HI-WAY DISPATCH. 
INC., 1401 West 26th Street, Marion, IN 
46952. Representative: Norman R. 
Garvin. 1301 Merchants Plaza, 
Indianapolis, IN 46204. Meta! containers 
from Oak Creek. WI to'Michigan City, 

IN and LaPorte, IN for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper: National Can 
Corporation. 8101 West Higgins Road. 
Chicago. IL 60631. Send protests to: 
Beverly J. Williams, Transportation 
Assistant, ICC, 46 E. Ohio Street, Rm 
429, Indianapolis. IN 46204. 

MC 126555 (Sub-66TA). filed April 27. 
1979. Applicant: UNIVERSAL 
TRANSPORT. INC., P.O. Box 3000, 

Rapid City, SD 57709. Representative: 
Barry Burnette, P.O. Box 3000, Rapid 
City, SD 57709. Fly ash from points in IA 
and NE to points in CO. MT, NE, ND. SD 
and WY for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Power Plant Aggregates of 
Iowa. Inc., 2220 Hawkeye Drive, Box 
3557, Sioux City, IA. Send protests to: J. 
L. Hammogd, DS, ICC, Room 455, 

Federal Bldg., Pierre. SD 57501. 

MC 133485 (Sub-29TA), filed May 21. 
1979. Applicant: INTERNATIONAL 
DETECTIVE SERVICE. INC., 1828 
Westminster Street, Providence, RI 
02909. Representative: Morris J. Levin, 
1050 Seventeenth St„ N.W., Washington, 
DC 20036. Currency, in armored 
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vehicles, between Culpeper. VA and 
Washington. DC, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, all points in the United 
States, including AK (but excluding HI), 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper(s): 
Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System. 20th & Constitution 
Avenue. N.W., Washington. DC 20551. 
Send protests to: Gerald H. Curry. DS, 
ICC, 24 Weybosset St, Room 102, 
Providence, RI 02903. 

MC 133805 (Sub-25TA), filed May 9. 
1979. Applicant: LONE STAR 
CARRIERS, INC., Rt. 1. Box 48. Tolar, 

TX 76476. Representative: Harry F. 
Horak. 5001 Brentwood Stair Rd., Suite 
115, Fort Worth. TX 76112. New 
furniture , from the facilities of Fox Mfg. 
Co., Inc. at or near Rome, GA, to points 
in AR. KS. MO. OK, NM. CO, LA, 1A. 

NE, and TX. for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Fox Manufacturing Co.. Inc., 
P.O. Box "A”, Rome, GA 30151. Send 
protests to: Martha A. Powell. T/A, 
I.C.C., Room 9A27 Fed. Bldg.. 819 Taylor 
St., Fort Worth. TX 76102. 

MC 134014 (Sub-3TA), filed May 9. 
1979. Applicant: TOM ROBERTS 
TRUCKUNES, INC., Box 297, Ashland. 

IL 62612. Representative: Saul J. Morse, 
604 Myers Bldg., Springfield, IL 62701. 
Contract, irregular: Liquid fertilizer and 
anhydrous ammonia, from the plantsite 
of Brandt Chemical Company at 
Louisiana. MO. to points in IL and from 
facilities of Brandt Chemical Company 
located in IL to points and places in IN, 
1A, OH, KY, and MO, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper: Brandt Chemical 
Company, P.O. Box 276, Pleasant Plains, 
IL 62677. Send protests to: ICC. Rm. 414, 
Leland Bldg., 527 East Capitol Avenue, 
Springfield, IL 62701. 

MC 135684 (Sub-93TA), filed May 21, 
1979. Applicant: BASS 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. 

Box 391, Old Croton Road. Flemington, 

NJ 08822. Representative: Ronalf L. 
Knorowski, P.O. Box 391, Old Croton 
Road. Flemington, NJ 08822. Such 
commodities as are dealt In by retail 
and chain grocery, hardware and drugs 
stores, in containers. From the facilities 
of Confectionery Consolidators. Inc., 
Linden, NJ to points in the Boston, MA 
commercial zone, for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): Confectionery 
Consolidators, Inc., 797 Hillside Road. 
Rahway. NJ 0-7065. Send protests to: 
Robert J. Latarewicz. TR&TS, ICC. 744 
Broad St., Room 522, Newark, NJ 07102. 

MC 138635 (Sub-87TA), filed April 19. 
1979. Applicant: CAROLINA WESTERN 
EXPRESS, INC.. Box 3995, Gastonia. NC 


28052. Representative: W. C. Sutton, 
(same as above). Vending machines, 
gum, supplies and materials used in and 
sold in vending machines, wooden spice 
cabinets, coasters and woodenware 
from San Dimas, CA to Pineville, NC. for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Knock On Wood Corporation, P.O. Box 
655, San Dimas, CA 91773. Send protests 
to: Terrell Prices. DS, ICC, 800 Briar 
Creek Rd, Rm CC516, Mart Office 
Building, Charlotte, NC 28205. 

MC 138875 (Sub-190TA), filed May 21, 
1979. Applicant: SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 11900 Franklin 
Road. Boise, ID 83705. Representative: F. 
L Sigloh (same as above). Tile and 
masonry materials and supplies, except 
commodities in bulk, from Canton. 
Hamilton and Summitville, OH and 
Cleveland. MS to Idaho Falls, Pocatello, 
Twin Falls and Boise, ID, for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): The 
Masonry Center, Inc., 1424 N. Orchard, 
P.O. Box 7825, Boise, ID 83707. Send 
protests to: Barney L. Hardin, D/S, ICC, 
Suite 110,1471 Shoreline Dr.. Boise, ID 
83702. 

MC 138875 (Sub-19lTA), filed May 18. 
1979. Applicant: SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 11900 Franklin 
Road, Boise. ID 83702. Representative: F. 
L. Sigloh (same as above). Brick, stone, 
lime, lime products and masonry 
materials and supplies, except 
commodities in bulk, from points in Box 
Elder, Weber and Salt Lake Counties, 

UT to points in ID, in and south of 
Adams. Lemhi and Valley Counties and 
Malheur and Baker Counties, OR, for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
The Masonry Center, Inc., 1424 N. 
Orchard, P.O. Box 7825, Boise, ID 83707. 
Send protests to: Barney L. Hardin. D/S, 
ICC, Suite 110,1471 Shoreline Dr., Boise, 
ID 83702. 

MC 138875 (Sub-192TA). filed May 18. 
1979. Applicant: SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 11900 Franklin 
Road, Boise. ID 83705. Representative: F. 
L. Sigloh (same as above). Doors , door 
hardware and accessories, except 
commodities in bulk, from the facilities 
of Jim Walter Doors, a Division of 
Celotex Corporation (1) located at or 
near Portland, OR to Sopkane, WA and 
(2) located at or near Century, FL to 
Tucson and Phoenix, AZ, for 180 days. 
An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): Jim 
Walter Doors, A Division of Celotex 
Corporation, A Subsidiary of Jim Walter 
Corp.. P.O. Box 66317, Portland. OR 
97266. Send protests to: Barney L. 


Hardin, D/S, ICC. Suite 110,1471 
Shoreline Dr.. Boise, ID 83702. 

MC 138875 (Sub-193TA). filed May 18, 
1979. Applicant: SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING COMPANY. 11900 Franklin 
Road, Boise, ID 83705. Representative: F. 
L. Sigloh (same as above). Doors, door 
hardware and accessories, except 
commodities in bulk, from Harrisburg, 
PA to the facilities of Jim Walter Doors, 
a Division of Celotex Corporation, 
located at or near Portland, Or for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): Jim 
Walter Doors, A Division of Celotex 
Corporation, A Subsidiary of Jim Walter 
Corp., P.O. Box 66317, Portland, OR 
97266. Send protests to: Barney L. 
Hardin, D/S. ICC, Suite 110,1471 
Shoreline Dr.. Boise. ID 83702. 

MC 140024 (Sub-150TA). filed May 29, 
1979. Applicant: J. B. MONTGOMERY. 
INC., 5565 E. 52nd Ave., Denver. CO 
80022. Representative: Don L. Bryce 
(same address as applicant). Iron and 
steel articles from the facilities of 
United States Steel Corporation at or 
near Lorain. Cleveland and McDonald, 
OH to points in KS. NE, CO, MO. 1A and 
MN, for 180 days. Underlying ETA. 
seeking 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper. United States Steel 
Corporation, 600 Grant St.. Room 568. 
Pittsburgh, PA 15230. Send protests to: 
D/S Roger L Buchanan, ICC, 492 U.S. 
Customs House, 72119th St.. Denver. 

CO 80202. 

MC 140265 (Sub-5TA), filed April 26. 
1979. Applicant: LARRY E. HICKOX 
d.b.a. LARRY E. HICKOX TRUCKING, 
Box 95, Casey, IL 62420. Representative: 
Robert T. Lawley, 300 Reisch Bldg., 
Springfield, IL 62701. Contract irregular 
Vaccum cleaners, from Cleveland, OH 
to Los Angeles, CA, for 180 days, under 
a continuing contract or contracts with 
Premier Electric Co. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper: Premier Electric Co., 1734 
Ivanhoe Road, Cleveland, OH 44110. 
Send protests to: Charles D. Little. 
District Supervisor, ICC, Rm. 414, Leland 
Office Bldg., 527 Capitol Avenue, 
Springfield, IL 62701. 

MC 140265 (Sub-6TA), filed May 9, 
1979. Applicant: LARRY E. HICKOX 
d.b.a. LARRY E. HICKOX TRUCKING, 
Box 95, Casey, IL 62420. Representative: 
Robert T. Lawley, 300 Reisch Building, 
Springfield, IL 62701. Frozen bakery 
products, from Cleveland, OH to points 
in AZ, CA. CO. KS. MD. NE. NV, NJ. 

NM, ND. OK, OR, PA. TX. SD. VT. VA, 
WY and the District of Columbia for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper New York 
Frozen Foods, Inc., 25900 Fargo Avenue. 
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Bedford Heights. OH 44146. Send 
protests to: ICC. Rm. 414. Leland Bldg., 
527 Capitol Avenue. Springfield. 1L 
62701. 

MC 141255 (Sub-16TA). filed May 18, 
1979. Applicant: TANDY 
TRANSPORTATION, INC.. 2560 East 
Long Avenue, P.O. Box 7135, Fort Worth, 
TX 76111. Representative: Ralph W. 
Pulley, Jr., 4555 First National Bank 
Building. Dallas. TX 75202. Contract 
carrier :—irregular routes: (1) 
Commodities dealt in by electronic 
equipment and supply stores: uncrated 
store fixtures and furnishings: parts, 
materials, and supplies, used in the 
manufacture and distribution of 
electronic equipment: office furniture 
and supplies: paper: printed materials; 
advertising materials (except 
commodities in bulk and commodities 
requiring specified equipment), between 
all points in the U.S. (except AK & HI); 
(2) Commodities dealt in by arts and 
crafts stores: office supplies and 
advertising materials for arts and crafts 
stores: parts, materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture and 
distribution of arts and crafts: toys, 
games and toy or game construction 
kits: tile: (except commodities requiring 
special equpiment). between all points 
in the U.S. (except AK & HI); (3) Leather, 
leather products, leather supplies, 
saddle soap, neatsfool oil, and leather 
dressing (except commodities in bulk). 
between all points in the U.S. (except 
AK & HI); restriction: The authority in 
(1). (2) and (3) above is limited to a 
transportation service to be performed 
under a continuing contract or contracts 
with Tandy Corporation, its Radio 
Shack Division; Stafford-Lowdon, Inc.; 
Trinity Forms; Tandy Crafts, Inc., its 
American Handicrafts Division; Tandy 
Leather Company Division, Merribee 
Company Division; Color Tile. Inc., 
formerly Color Tile Super Marts, Inc., 
Tandy Brands, Inc., its J. M. Bucheimer 
Company Division, Bucheimer-Clack 
Division, Hickok Manufacturing Co., Inc. 
Division and Ryons Saddle & Ranch 
Supplies. Inc. Division, and the 
divisions. Tex Tan Western Division, 
Tex Tan Welhausen Division and 
Western Sales Division. The authority in 
(1). (2) and (3) above is further restricted 
to traffic which has either originated at 
or is destined to facilities of one of the 
corporations, divisions or subsidiaries 
named above as contracting shippers, 
for 180 days. Supporting shipper(s): 
there are 15 shippers. Their statements 
may be examined at the office listed 
below and Headquarters. Send protests 
to: Martha A. Powell, T/A, I.C.C., Room 


9A27 Fed. Bldg., 819 Taylor St., Fort 
Worth. TX 76102. 

MC 142305 (Sub-3TA), filed May 24. 
1979. Applicant: WISCONSIN EXPRESS 
LINES. INC., Rt. 2. Green Bay, WI 54301. 
Representative: Daniel Dineen, 710 N. 
Plankinton Ave., Milwaukee, Wl 53203. 
Contract carrier; irregular routes; 

Cheese and cheese products, from 
facilities of Kasson Cheese Co., Inc., at 
Brillion, Wl to points in CT, DE, IN, KY, 
MA, MD, NJ. NY, OH, PA. VA, WV & 

DC under continuing contract with 
Kasson Cheese Co., Inc, of Brillion. WI, 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Kasson Cheese Co., Inc., Rt. 2. Box 22, 
Brillion. WI 54110. Send protests to: Gail 
Daugherty, TA, ICC, 517 E. Wisconsin 
Ave., Rm. 619, Milwaukee, WI 53202. 

MC 142715 (Sub-51TA), filed April 24, 
1979. Applicant: LENERTZ, INC., P.O. 
Box 141, South St. Paul, MN 55075. 
Representative: K. O. Petrick, (same 
address as applicant). Paper and paper 
products, cellulose products and 
materials, supplies and equipment used 
in the manufactureahddistribution 
thereof (except commodites in bulk) 
between the facilities utilized by the 
Proctor & Gamble Paper Products 
Company at or near Cheboygan, MI and 
at or near Neely’s Landing, MO, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the U.S. in and east of ND, SD. NE, KS, 
OK, and TX, restricted to traffic 
originating at or destined to the named 
origins, for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): The Proctor & Gamble Paper 
Products Company, P.O. Box 599, 
Cincinnati, OH 45201. Send protests to: 
Delores A. Poe, TA, ICC, 414 Federal 
Building and U.S. Court House. 110 
South 4th Street. Minneapolis, MN 
55401. 

MC 142864 (Sub-18TA), filed April 18. 
1979. Applicant: RAY E. BR’OWN 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 501, 
Massillon, OH 44646. Representative: 
Jerry B. Sellman, 50 W. Broad St., 
Columbus, OH 43215. Ice cream, ice 
products, dairy products, and desserts, 
frozen or refrigerated, from Baltimore, 
MD and Milford, DE to points in MA, 

CT. NH, VT, RI. and ME for 180 days. 
Restricted to movements originating at 
or destined to the facilities of Borden, 
Inc. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): Borden, 
Inc., 180 E. Broad St., Columbus. OH 
43215. Send protests to: I.C.C.. 101 N. 7th 
St., Rm. 620, Phila., PA 19106. 

MC 142864 (Sub-19TA), filed May 8. 
1979. Applicant: RAY E. BROWN 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 501, 
Massillon, OH 44646. Representative: 


Jerry B. Sellman, 50 West Broad St., 
Columbus, OH 43215. Canned and 
preserved foodstuffs, from the facilities 
of Heinz USA at or near Holland. Ml to 
points in NJ. NY and PA for 180 days. 
Restricted to traffic originating at the 
named facilities and destined to the 
named states. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting shipper(s): 
Heinz. USA Div. H. J. Heinz Co., P.O. 

Box 57 Pittsburgh, PA 15230. Send 
protests to: ICC. 101 N. 7th St. Rm. 620, 
Phila., PA 19106. 

MC 143214 (Sub-5TA), filed May 24, 
1979. Applicant: MATUSZKO FARMS 
TRUCKING. INC., 19 Ball Lane. North 
Amherst, Massachusetts 01059. 
Representative: David M. Marshall. Esq. 
101 State Street—Suite 304, Springfield, 
MA 01103. Contract carrier: irregular 
routes: Fruits, berries, juices, fruit and 
berry products and supplies and 
materials used in the manufacture, sale 
and distribution of juices and fruit and 
berry products, (except commodities in 
bulk), between Ohio City, OH on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the US (except HI), for 180 days, under a 
contract with The New England Apple 
Products Co., Inc. An underlying ETA 
was granted for 90 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): The New England Apple 
Products Co.. Inc., P.O. Box 425 
Harwood Station, Littleton. MA 01360. 
Send protests to: David M. Miller. DS 
ICC 436 Dwight Street, Springfield, MA 
01103. 

MC 144344 (Sub-2TAJ, filed May 18, 
1979. Applicant: DE ANZA DELIVERY 
SYSTEM, INC., P.O. Box 1119 San Jose. 
CA 95113. Representative: James H. 
Gulseth, 100 Bush St., 21st Floor, San 
Francisco. CA 94104. Such commodities 
as are dealt in by department stores or 
mail order houses (except commodities 
in bulk and commodities requiring 
special equipment), between points in 
CA, those in that portion of NV on or 
west of U.S. Hwy 395, and Sparks. NV. 
RESTRICTED to traffic originating at or 
destined to the facilities of J. C. Penney 
Co., Inc., for 180 days. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): J. C. Penney Co.. Inc., 11111 
Stead Blvd., Reno, NV 89506. Send 
protests to: District Supervisor N. C. 
Foster, 211 Main, Suite 500, San 
Francisco, CA 94105. 

MC 144884 (Sub-3TA), filed May 18, 
1979. Applicant: JOHNSTON 
TRUCKING. P.O. Box 325, Spearfish. SD 
57783. Representative: J. Maurice 
Andren, 1734 Sheridan Lake Road, 

Rapid City, SD 57701. Lumoer and 
lumber products from Hulett and Osage, 
WY to points in IA, MN. MT. NE, ND, 

SD and WI for 180 days. An underlying 
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ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Timber Wholesalers, Clara 
City MN 56222. Send protests to: J. L. 
Hammond, DS. ICC, Room 455, Federal 
Bldg.. Pierre, SD 57501. 

MC 145194 (Sub-5TA), Bled May 14, 
1979. Applicant: WOOSTER MOTOR 
WAYS. INC, 1357 Mechanicsburg, Rd., 
P.O. Box 436, Wooster. OH 44691. 
Representative: David A. Turano. 100 
East Broad St.. Columbus. OH 43229. 
Paints. stains, varnishes and cleaning 
compounds, and equipment, materials, 
and supplies, used in connection 
therewith (except commodities in bulk), 
(1) from the facilities of Standard T 
Chemical Company. Inc., Subsidiary of 
Montgomery Ward & Company, located 
at Chicago Heights. IL and Staten Island, 
NY. to points in PA and WV: and (2) 
between the facilities of Standard T 
Chemical Company. Inc.. Subisidiary of 
Montgomery Ward & Company at 
Chicago heights, IL and Staten Island, 

NY for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Standard T Chemical, 
Subsidiary of Montgomery Ward & 
Company, 10th & Washington Sts. 
Chicago Heights, IL 60411. Send protests 
to: LC.C. 101 N. 7th St., Rm. 820, Phila., 
PA 19106. 

MC 146665 (Sub-2TA), filed April 5, 
1979. Applicant: GUY SHAVENDER 
TRUCKING. INC., P.O. Box 206, Pantego, 
NC 27860. Representative: Ralph 
McDonald, P.O. Box 2246, Raleigh, NC 
27602. Wood residuals from Lewiston. 
Plymouth, and Smithfield, NC to 
Franklin. VA for 180 days. An 
underlying ETA has been filed seeking 
90 days authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Weyerhaeuser Company, P.O. Box 787, 
Plymouth, NC 27962. Send protests to: 

Mr. Archie W. Andrews. D/S, ICC, P.O. 
Box 26896, Raleigh, NC 27611. 

MC 146695 (Sub-lTA), filed April 12, 
1979. Applicant: YANKEE S. & L., LNC., 
d.b.a. YANKEE MOTOR FREIGHT, 1136 
West 500 South. Marion. IN 46952. 
Representative: Thomas F. Quinn, 11 
North Pennsylvania St.. Room 1301, 
Indianapolis, IN 46204. Containers, 
container components and materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture, sale and distribution of 
the foregoing commodities between Gas 
City, IN and IL. MI, OH. KY and WI for 
180 days. Supporting Shipper: Owens- 
Illinois. Inc., P.O. Box 1035. Toledo, OH 
43666. Send protests to: Beverly J. 
Williams, Transportation Assistant, 

ICC, 46 E. Ohio St.. Rm 429, 

Indianapolis, IN 46204. 

MC 146755 (Sub-lTA). filed April 19. 
1979. Applicant: APACHE TRUCK 
LINES. INC.. 901 South Main St., Eureka, 


IL 61530. Representative: Douglas G. 
Brown. P.C., The INB Center, Suite 555. 
Springfield. IL 62701. Contract, irregular: 
Pre-cast concrete slabs, from Roanoke, 
IL and Casey, IL, to points in IN, IA, KY, 
MO. and WI. for 180 days. Supporting 
Shipper: Brim Slats. Inc., P.O. Box 481, 
Roanoke, IL 61561. Send protests to: 
Charles D. Little, District Supervisor, 
ICC, Rm. 414, Leland Office Bldg., 527 
East Capitol Avenue, Springfield, IL 
62701. 

MC 146835 (Sub-lTA). filed May 9, 
1979. Applicant: ROBERT G. ELLIOTT, 
Higley Hill, Wilmington, VT 05363. 
Representative: Same as applicant. 
Highway maintenance materials: sand, 
gravel, calcium chloride and crushed 
stone, between points in NY. VT and 
NH, for 180 days. An underlying ETA 
seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
Shipper(s): There are 6 shippers. Their 
statements may be examined at the 
office listed below and at Headquarters. 
Send protests to: ICC. P.O. Box 548, 
Montpelier. VT 05602. , 

MC 146845 (Sub-3TA), filed May 23, 
1979. Applicant J. D. RAY COMPANY, 
107 Glenwood Drive, P.O. Box 1183, 
Americus, GA 31709. Representative: 
Norman J. Bolinger, 1729 Gulf Life 
Tower, Jacksonville, FL 32207. (1) cloth, 
drygoods, and fabrics, viz: bath mats, 
bed spreads, blankets, dish cloths. 
matterss pads and covers, napkins, 
pillows, pillow cases, sheets, table 
cloths, towels, and wash cloths, and (2) 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture, sale, and 
distribution of the articles in (1) above: 
between the facilities of Peak Textiles. 
Inc., at or near Americus, GA on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in AL, 
AR. FL. LA. MS. NC, SC. TN, and TX for 
180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 
days authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Peak Textiles, Inc., P.O. Box L, 

Americus, GA 31709. Send protests to: 

G. H. Fauss, Jr.. DS. ICC, Box 35008, 400 
West Bay Street, Jacksonville, FL 32202. 

MC 147055 (Sub-lTA), filed May 22. 
1979. Applicant: CURTIS DENNIS, 
EQUIPMENT, INC., d.b.a. C.D.E. 
EXPRESS, Suite 142, Dukes Inn Motel, 
Buckeye Lake, OH 43008. 

Representative: E. H. van Deusen, 220 
W. Bridge St. Dublin, OH 43017. Paper 
and paper articles, (1) from the facilities 
of the Standard Register Company— 
Communicolor Division, at or near 
Hebron, OH, to points in IL, MD, NJ, NY, 
PA, VA and DC; and (2) from Franklin, 
VA and Plymouth, NC to Hebron, OH 
for 180 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
90 days authority. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Standard Register Co.—Communicolor 
Div., P.O. Box 1167, Dayton OH 45401. 


Send protests to: I.C.C., 101 N. 7th St.. 
Rm. 620. Phila.. PA 19106. 

MC 147074 (Sub-4TA), filed May 23. 
1979. Applicant: E Z FREIGHT LINES, 
Gould & E. 46th St., Bayonne, NJ 07002. 
Representative: Robert B. Pepper, 168 
Woodbridge Avenue, Highland Park, NJ 
08904. (1) Air conditioners, 
dehumidifiers and humidifiers from 
Edison. NJ to Atlanta. GA, Memphis. 

TN, Bensonville. Des Plaines and Elk 
Grove Village, IL and (2) Materials and 
supplies used in the manufacturing and 
sales of the aforesaid commodities, 
except in bulk, from Cleveland, and 
Marion. OH. Chicago and Elk Grove 
Village, IL, Somerset, KY and 
Milwaukee. WI to Edison, NJ. for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting Shipper(s): Edison 
Products Co., Route 27 at Vineyard 
Road, Edison NJ 08817. Send protests to: 
Robert E. Johnston, D/S, ICC, 744 Broad 
St., Room 522, Newark, NJ 07102. 

MC 147074 (Sub-5TA), filed May 24. 
1979. Applicant: E Z FREIGHT LINES. 
Gould & E. 46th St. Bayonne, NJ 07002. 
Representative: Robert B. Pepper, 168 
Woodbridge Avenue, Highland Park, NJ 
08904. Cast iron and bronze bars. 
between Newark, NJ on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in CT, IL, IN, 
MA. ML NY, NC. OH. PA. SC, VA and 
WV, for 180 days. Supporting Shipper(s): 
Federal Bronze Products. Inc., 9 Backus 
Street. Newark, NJ 07105. Send protests 
to: Robert E. Johnston, D/S. ICC. 744 
Broad St., Room 522, Newark. NJ 07102. 

MC 147075 (Sub-lTA), filed May 9,' 
1979. Applicant: P.R.D. TRUCKING CO., 
a Corporation, 122 East Wabash. Forest, 
IL 61741. Representative: Robert T. 
Lawley, 300 Reisch Bldg., Springfield, IL 
62701. Contract Irregular: (1) Iron and 
steel articles used in the manufacture of 
farm machinery and equipment from 
McHenry, Chicago, Chicago Heights and 
Quincy, IL and East Chicago. Hammond, 
Winamec, Kewanna, and Reynolds, IN 
to Bloomington. IL: and (2) tillage tools 
and grain handling equipment; (a) from 
Glencoe, MN, to points in IA, IN, IL, MI, 
MO, OH and WI; and (b) from 
Bloomington, IL to points in IA, IN. MI, 
MN, OH, and WI, for 180 days, under a 
continuing contract or contracts with 
Portable Elevator Division. Dynamics 
Corporation of America. An underlying 
ETA seeks 90 days authority. Supporting 
shipper: Portable Elevator Division, 
Dynamics Corporation of America 920 
East Grove Street, Bloomington, IL 
61701. Send Protests to: William Gray, 
D/S, ICC, Rm. 1386. Everett M. Dirksen 
Bldg., 216 South Dearborn, Chicago, IL 
60604. 








36318 


Federal Register / Vol. 44. No. 121 / Thursday. )une 21. 1979 / Notices 


MC 147235 (Sub-ITA). filed May 22. 
1979. Applicant: CST. INC.. 1 Scout 
Avenue. South Kearny, NJ 07032. 
Representative: Michael R. Werner. 167 
Fairfield Road. Box 1409, Fairfield, NJ 
07006. Contract, irregular. Department 
store merchandise, and commodities 
used in the operations of department 
stores . (1) From New York. NY to the 
facilities of SE Nichols at Elmira, 

Painted Post. Homell, Canadaigua, 
Watertown, Auburn, Marcy, New 
Hartford. Herkimer, Gloversville. and 
Amsterdam. NY; Newton, Gastonia, 
Lumberton, Goldsboro, New Bern, 
Greenville, and Wilson, NC; 
Chambersburg. Hanover, Lancaster, 
Williamsport, Bloomsburg, Anville, 
Reading. Shillington, and Epharata, PA; 
Maple Shade, Bricktown and Matawan, 
NJ: Saybrook, New Philadelphia and 
Wooster, OH; Martinsburgh, WV; 
Winchester, Harrisonburg, Colonial 
Heights and Fredericksburg, VA; Dover, 
DE and Fruitland, MD. (2) Between 
South Kearny. NJ on the one hand, and 
on the other. Charlotte. NC.. for 180 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 90 days 
authority. Supporting shipper. S.E. 
Nichols, 500 8th Avenue. New York, NY. 
Send protests to: Robert E. Johnston. D/ 
S. ICC, 744 Broad St.. Rm. 522, Newark, 
NJ 07102. 

By the Commission. 

H. G. Homme. Jr., 

Secretary. 

JKR Doc 79-T#2Sl Hied 6-20-79; 8 45 Am) 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


I Finance Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 5, et 
aU 

Norfolk and Western Railway Co.; 
Trackage Rights Over Various 
Railways 

In the matter of: (Finance Docket No. 
29009 (Sub-No. 5)J Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company trackage rights over 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad 
Company, the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Railway Company and Louisville and 
Nashville Railroad Company in the City 
of Cincinnati. Hamilton County, OH, 
and in Kenton. County. KY; [Finance 
Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 6)J Norfolk 
and Western Railway Company 
trackage rights over the Chesapeake and 
Ohio Railway Company between 
Glasgow and Lynchburg, in Rockbridge. 
Amherst and Bedford Counties. VA, and 
in the City of Lynchburg, VA; (Finance 
Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 7)J Norfolk 
and Western Railway Company 
trackage rights over Seaboard Coast 
Line Railroad Company in Prince 
George and Chesterfield Counties, VA; 


[Finance Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 8)| 
Norfolk and Western Railway Company 
trackage rights over Western Maryland 
Railway Company; (Finance Docket No. 
29009 (Sub-No. 9)J Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company trackage rights over 
Southern Railway Company in the City 
of Lynchburg, VA; |Finance Docket No. 
29009 (Sub-No. 10)| Norfolk and Western 
Railway Company trackage rights over 
Consolidated Rail Corporation in the 
Vicinity of East Norwood (Cincinnati), 
Hamilton County. OH. 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY COMPANY (NW). 8 North 
Jefferson Street, Roanoke. VA 24042. on 
May 21,1979, Bled with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission at Washington, 
DC. separate applications under 49 
U.S.C. 11343 (formerly section 5(2) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act) for trackage 
rights: 

(a) In Finance Docket No. 29009 (Sub- 
No. 5). over the tracks of THE 
BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD 
COMPANY (B&O) extending between 
Mile Post 1,1, East Norwood 
(Cincinnati), OH, and Mile Post 10.0, 
Cincinnati Junction (Cincinnati), OH, a 
total distance of approximately 8.9 miles 
over B&O’s tracks, over the tracks of 
THE CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO 
RAILWAY COMPANY (C&O) extending 
between Mile Post 122.8, Cincinnati 
Junction (Cincinnati], OH, and Mile Post 

119.7, KC Junction (Covington). KY, a 
total distance of approximately 3.1 miles 
over C&O’s tracks, and over the tracks 
of LOUISVILLE AND NASHVILLE 
RAILROAD COMPANY (L&N) 
extending between Mile Post 110.2, KC 
Junction (Covington), KY, and Mile Post 

109.8, Latonia, KY, a total distance of 
approximately 2.8 miles over L&N’s 
tracks, all such distances in the 
aggregate approximating 14.8 miles over 
the tracks of B&O, C&O and L&N in the 
City of Cincinnati. Hamilton County. 

OH, and in Kenton County. KY. The 
trackage rights would be bridge rights 
only, (b) In Finance Docket No. 29009 
(Sub-No. 6), over the tracks of the C&O 
extending between Mile Post 1.2, 
Glasgow. VA, points of connection with 
NW, and, via the Glasgow Industrial 
Track, Mile Post 174.9, Balcony Falls, 
VA, point of connection with C&O main 
line, and between said Mile Post 174.9, 
and Mile Post 147.5, more or less, 
Lynchburg, VA, point of connection with 
Southern Railway Company, a total 
distance of approximately 29.3 miles in 
Rockbridge. Amherst and Bedford 
Counties, VA, and in the City of 
Lynchburg, VA. The trackage rights 
would be bridge rights only, (c) In 
Finance Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 7), 
over the tracks of SEABOARD COAST 


LINE RAILROAD COMPANY (SCL) 
extending between Mile Post 14.26, more 
or less. Hopewell, VA, point of 
connection of SCI* with NW. and Mile 
Post 3.60, more or less. Wheelwright. 

VA, location of a Virginia Electric & 
Power Company (VEPCO) plant, a total 
distance of approximately 10.66 miles in 
Prince George and Chesterfield 
Counties, VA. The trackage rights would 
include full joint and equal right to 
perform local freight service to all 
facilities of VEPCO located at 
Wheelwright, VA. (d) In Finance Docket 
No. 29009 (Sub-No. 8). over the tracks of 
WESTERN MARYLAND RAILWAY 
COMPANY (WM) from its connection 
with NW at Hagerstown, MD. to 
Connellsviile. PA, via WM’s trackage 
rights on the B&O; to Lurgan/ 
Shippensburg. PA; to York. PA; and to 
Baltimore, including rights on some B&O 
facilities in the Baltimore area, a total 
distance of approximately 333 miles. 

The involved lines lie in Fayette, 
Somerset. Bedford. Franklin. Adams, 
and York Counties, PA; Hampshire. 
Morgan, and Berkeley counties. WV; 
and Allegany, Washington, Carroll and 
Baltimore counties. MD. (e) In Finance 
Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 9). over the 
tracks of SOUTHERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY (Southern) in the City of 
Lynchburg. VA, extending from point of 
connection to be constructed from the 
C&O Mile Post 147.5, to end of 
Southern’s old main line at Station 160 
+ 50. then to point of connection 
between Southern’s old main line and 
present main line at Station 396 + 60. 
then to connection track from Southern's 
present main line at Station 435 4- 64. 
and then for a distance of approximately 
3,469 feet to connection with NW at the 
west of NW’s Kinney Yard, a total 
distance of 5.87 miles. The trackage 
rights would be bridge rights only, (f) In 
Finance Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 10). 
over the tracks of CONSOLIDATED 
RAIL CORPORATION (Conrail) 
extending between Mile Post 10.1, 
Oakley (Cincinnati), OH. and Mile Post 
11.2, East Norwood (Cincinnati). OH. a 
total distance of approximately 1.1 miles 
over Conrail's tracks, in the City of 
Cincinnati, Hamilton County. OH. The 
trackage rights would be bridge rights 
only. 

By decision served May 10,1979, the 
Commission granted NW’s request for 
an extension of time until August 14. 
1979, to file certain specified information 
otherwise required to be filed with the 
applications pursuant to 49 C.F.R. Part 
1111. The Commission has accepted 
these trackage rights applications upon 
the condition that the applications are 
completed by the extension date. 
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These have been filed as proposed 
conditions to the applications in Finance 
Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1 ), et ai. CSX 
Corpora tion - Con trol- Ch essie Sys tem, 
Inc,, and Seaboard Coast Line 
Industries. Inc. In Finance Docket No. 
28905 (Sub-No. 1), CSX Corporation 
(CSX) seeks authority to acquire control 
of the rail carriers subsidiary to Chessie 
System, Inc. (CSI). and Seaboard Coast 
Line Industries. Inc. (SCLJ), by CSX 
engaging in a merger with CSI and SCU. 
Notice of this application, as well as the 
directly related applications, was 
published in the Federal Register on 
February 15.1979 at 44 F.R. 9839 (1979). 
The trackage rights sought by NW in 
Finance Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 5 
through 8) involve portions of CSI and 
SCLI lines sought to be controlled by 
CSX. The trackage rights sought by NW 
in Finance Docket No. 29009 (Sub-Nos. 9 
and 10) were filed as directly related 
applications pursuant to 49 CFR 
1111 4(a)(5). Finance Docket No. 29009 
(Sub-No. 9) is necessary to effect the 
direct connection between Glasgow and 
Lynchburg, VA. as sought in Finance 
Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 6). Finance 
Docket No. 29009 (Sub-No. 10) is 
necessary to effect the alternate 
interchange routes at Cincinnati, OH, as 
sought in Finance Docket No. 29009 
(Sub-No. 5). 

The attorney representing NW is John 
S. Shannon, Vice-President-Law. 8 North 
Jefferson Street. Roanoke. VA 24042. 

These six applications will be 
consolidated for disposition with the 
application in Finance Docket No. 29805 
(Sub-No. 1). That application is to be the 
subject of an oral hearing conducted by 
Administrative Law Judge David H. 
Allard, commencing on June 25,1979. 
Interested parties will be advised when 
a pre-hearing conference on the 
application in Finance Docket No. 29009 
(Sub-Nos. 5 through 10) will be held. 

The Commission will exercise its 
authority under 49 U.S.C. 11345 and 
waive the initial decision in these 
proceedings. The determination of the 
merits of the applications will be made 
^by the entire Commission. 

The applications and exhibits are 
available for inspection in the Public 
Docket Room at the offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Washington, DC. 

Because these applications are 
themselves proposed conditions to 
approval of the application in Finance 
Docket No. 28905 (Sub-No. 1), the 
Commission will entertain no requests 
for affirmative relief to NW’s proposals. 
Parties may only participate in direct 
support of, or direct opposition to. NW’s 
appropriations as filed. 


In filing comments pursuant to 
directions given in the last paragraph of 
this notice, interested persons must state 
specifically which application is the 
subject of the comments. Persons must 
file separate comments if they wish to 
comment on more than one application. 
In addition commentators must also 
state specifically whether they intend to 
participate in the oral hearings on the 
applications or whether they wish only 
to be placed on the service list to 
receive all notices and decisions issued 
by the Commission. Failure to state an 
intention to participate as a formal party 
will result in the commentator being 
placed in the latter category. 

NW operates a rail system serving the 
following states: IL, IN, IA, KY, MD. MI, 
MO. NE. NY, NC. OH, PA VA and WV, 
and Ontario, Canada. 

Interested persons may participate 
formally in any or all of these 
proceedings by submitting written 
comments regarding the application. 
Such submissions shall indicate the 
exact proceeding designation (F.D. No. 
29009 (Sub-No. 5). F.D. No. 29009 (Sub- 
No. 6), F.D. No. 29009 (Sub-No. 7), F.D. 
No. 29009 (Sub-No. 8). F.D. No. 29009 
(Sub-No. 9). or F.D. No. 29009 (Sub-No. 
10)). and the original and 10 copies shall 
be filed with the Secretary, Interstate 
Commerce Commission. Washington, 
D.C. 20423, not later than August 6.1979. 
Such written comments shall include the 
following: the person’s position, e.g., 
party protestant or party in support, 
regarding the proposed transaction, and 
specified reasons why approval would 
or not be in the public interest. 
Additionally, interested persons who do 
not intend to participate formally in a 
proceeding but who desire to comment, 
may file such statements and 
information as they may desire, subject 
to the filing and service requirements 
specified. Persons submitting written 
comments to the Commission shall, at 
the same time, serve copies of all such 
written comments upon NW, CSI (2 
North Charles St., Baltimore. MD 21201), 
SCU (3600 West Broad Street. 

Richmond, VA 23230), the Secretary of 
Transportation and the Attorney 
General. 

Dated: June 15,1979. 

By the Commission, Chairman O’Neal. Vice 
Chairman Brown, Commissioners Stafford. 
Gresham. Clapp, and Christian. 

II. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

|FR Doc 79-19278 Filed 9-20-TO: 8 45 urn) 

BILLING CODE 703S-41-M 


[Volume No. 84] 

Permanent Authority Decisions; 
Decisions-Notice 

Decided: June 12,1979. 

The following applications are 
governed by Special Rule 247 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice (49 CFR 
§ 1100.247). These rules provide, among 
other things, that a protest to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the Commission within 30 days 
after the date notice of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. 

Failure to file a protest, on or before July 
23,1979, will be considered as a waiver 
of opposition to the application. A 
protest under these rules should comply 
with Rule 247(e)(3) of the Rules of 
Practice which requires that it set forth 
specifically the grounds upon which it is 
made, contain a detailed statement of 
protestanfs interest in the proceeding, 
(as specifically noted below), and shall 
specify with particularity the facts, 
matters, and things relied upon, but 
shall not include issues allegations 
phrased generally. A protestant should 
include a copy of the specific portions of 
its authority which protestant believes 
to be in conflict with that sought in the 
application, and describe in detail the 
method—whether by joinder, interline, 
or other means—by which protestant 
would use such authority to provide all 
or part of the service proposed. Protests 
not in reasonable compliance with the 
requirements of the rules may be 
rejected. The original and one copy of 
the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s 
representative, or upon applicant if no 
representative is named. If the protest 
includes a request for oral hearing, such 
request shall meet the requirements of 
section 247(e)(4) of the special rules and 
shall include the certification required in 
that section. 

On cases filed on or after March 1, 
1979, petitions for intervention either 
with or without leave are appropriate. 

Section 247(f) provides, in part, that 
an applicant which does not intend 
timely to prosecute its application shall 
promptly request that it be dismissed, 
and that failure to prosecute an 
application under the procedures of the 
Commission will result in its dismissal. 

If applicant has introduced rates as an 
issue it is noted. Upon request an 
applicant must provide a copy of the 
tentative rate schedule to any 
protestant. 
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Further processing steps will be by 
Commission notice, decision, or letter 
which will be served on each party of 
record. Broadening amendments wilt not 
be accepted after the date of this 
publication. 

Any authority granted may reflect 
administratively acceptable restrictive 
amendments to the service proposed 
a below. Some of the applications may 
9 have been modified to conform to the 
Commission’s policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

We find: 

With the exceptions of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g.. unresolved common 
control, unresolved fitness questions, 
and jurisdictional problems) we find, 
preliminarily, that each common carrier 
applicant has demonstrated that its 
proposed service is required by the 
public convenience and necessity, and 
that each contract carrier applicant 
qualifies as a contract carrier and its 
proposed contract carrier service will be 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101. Each applicant is fit, willing, 
and able properly to perform the service 
proposed and to conform to the 
requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV. 
United States Code, and the 
Commission’s regulations. Except where 
specifically noted this decision is neither 
a major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment nor a major regulatory 
action under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975. 

In those proceedings containing a 
statement or note that dual operations 
are or may be involved we find, 
preliminarily and in the absence of the 
issue being raised by a protestant, that 
the proposed duel operations are 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101 subject to the right of the 
Commission, which is expressly 
reserved, to impose such conditions as it 
finds necessary to insure that 
applicant’s operations shall conform to 
the provisions of 49 U.S.C. 10930(a) 
[formerly section 210 of the interstate 
Commerce Act). 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests, filed within 30 days of 
publication of this decision-notice (or. if 
the application later becomes 
unopposed), appropriate authority will 
be issued to each applicant (except 
those with duly noted problems) upon 
compliance with certain requirements 
which will be set forth in a notification 
of effectiveness of this decision-notice. 


To the extent that the authority sought 
below may duplicate an applicant'9 
existing authority, such duplication shall 
not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right. 

Applicants must comply with all 
specific conditions set forth in the grant 
or grants of authority within 90 days 
after the service of the notification of 
the effectiveness of this decision-notice, 
or the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
2. Members Boyle. Liberman, and Eaton. 

H. G. Homme, Jr.. 

Secretary. 

MC 136553 (Sub-75F). filed September 

I, 1978, and previously published in the 
Federal Register on November 14,1978, 
as Sub IF. Applicant: ART PAPE 
TRANSFER. INC.. 1080 E. 12th Street. 
Dubuque. LA 52001. Representative: 
James M. Hodge, 1980 Financial Center, 
Des Moines, IA 50309. The scope of this 
application remains as previously 
published. The purpose of this 
republication is to correctly identify the 
application as Sub-No. 75F. 

MC 138313 (Sub-49F). filed January 5, 
1979, and previously published in the 
Federal Register on March 13.1979. 
Applicant: BUILDERS TRANSPORT, 
INC., 409 14th Street. SW. Great Falls, 
MT 59404. Representative: Irene Warn 
430 Judge Building, Salt Lake City, UT 
84111. To operate as a common carrier: 
by motor vehicle, in foreign commerce 
only, over irregular routes, transporting 
bentonite and mud-treating compounds, 
from points in Big Horn County, WY, to 
ports of entry on the international 
boundary line between the United 
States and Canada located in MT, ID. 
and ND. (Hearing site: Billings. MT. or 
Washington, DC.) 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to correct the origin. 

MC 145622 (Sub-2F), filed February 22, 
1979. Applicant: DONALD R. SIMMONS 
AND JERRY G. HARRIS, A 
PARTNERSHIP. d.b.a. S & H 
TRANSPORTATION. 3400 ML Pleasant 
Street, Burlington, IA 52601. 
Representative: Frank W. Taylor, Jr., 
1221 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 600. 
Kansas City. MO 64105. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting dry 
groceries, (1) between Burlington, I A. on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in IL, MO, IN. KS, NE. OH. TN. and KY. 
and (2) between West Chicago, IL, and 
points in IN, under continuing 
contractfs) in (1) and (2) above with 


Aldi. Inc., of Burlington, IA. (Hearing 
site: Des Moines* LA. or SL Louis. MO.) 

MC 145742 (Sub-2F). filed February 28. 
1979. Applicant: BOLES TRUCKING. 
INC.. R.R. No. 1. lna, IL 62846. 
Representative: Robert T. Lawiey, 300 
Reisch Bldg., Springfield. IL 62701. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) tires . from ML Vernon, 
IL, to St. Louis, MO. and (2) materials, 
supplies, and machinery used in the 
manufacture of the commodities in (1) 
above, between Mayfield. KY, and Mt. 
Vernon, IL, under continuing contract(s) 
with The General Tire & Rubber 
Company, of Akron, OH. (Hearing site: 
St. Louis, MO. or Chicago. IL.) 

MC 146033 (Sub-lFJ, filed January 22, 
1979, and previously published in the 
Federal Register on March 29,1979. 
Applicant: LARRY H. W1NEBARGER, 
d.b.a. W1NEBARGER TRUCK LINES, 
P.O. Box 244. Lenoir. NC 28465. 
Representative: Jon F. Hollengreen. 1032 
Penna. Bldg.. Penna. Avenue & 13th 
Street. NW., Washington. DC 20004. To 
operate as a contract carrier by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) new furniture . from 
Lenoir, NC, to points in CA, ID. NV, OR. 
UT, and WA; and (2) new furniture 
parts, and materials , equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of new furniture, from 
points in CA, OR. MO. and WA. to 
Lenoir, NC, under continuing contractfs) 
in (1) and (2) above with Singer 
Furniture Division, of Lenoir, NC. 
(Hearing site: Lenoir or Charolotte. NC.) 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to correct the origin in part (2). 

[FR Doc. 7fMtt2ft2 FiImI 6-20-79. &45 «an| 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Volume No. 85) 

Permanent Authority Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided: June 12.1979. 

The following applications are 
governed by Special Rule 247 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice [49 CFR 
§ 1100.247). These rules provide, among 
other things, that a protest to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the Commission within 30 days 
after the date notice of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. 

Failure to file a protest, on or before July 
23,1979. will be considered a8 a waiver 
of opposition to the application. A 
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protest under these rules should comply 
with Rule 247(e)(3) of the Rules of 
Practice which requires that it set forth 
specifically the grounds upon which it is 
made, contain a detailed statement of 
protestant’s interest in the proceeding, 
(as specifically noted below), and shall 
specify with particularity the facts, 
matters, and things relied upon, but 
shall not include issues or allegations 
phrased generally. A protestant should 
include copy of the specific portions of 
its authority which protestant believes 
to be in conflict with that sought in the 
application, and describe in detail the 
method—whether by joinder, interline, 
or other means—by which protestant 
would use such authority to provide all 
or part of the service proposed. Protests 
not in reasonable compliance with the 
requirements of the rules may be 
rejected. The original and one copy of 
the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant's 
representative, or upon applicant if no 
representative is named. If the protest 
includes a request for oral hearing, such 
request shall meet the requirements of 
section 247(e)(4) of the special rules and 
shall include the certification required in 
that section. 

On cases filed on or after March 1. 
1979. petitions for intervention either 
with or without leave are appropriate. 

Section 247(f) provides, in part, that 
an applicant which does not intend 
timely to prosecute its application shall 
prompltiy request that it be dismissed, 
and that failure to prosecute an 
application under the procedures of the 
Commission will result in its dismissal. 

If applicant has introduced rates as an 
issue it is noted. Upon request an 
applicant must provide a copy of the 
tentative rate schedule to any 
protestant. 

Further processing steps will be by 
Commission notice, decision, or letter 
which will be served on each party of 
record. Broadening amendments will not 
be accepted after the date of this 
publication. 

Any authority granted may reflect 
administratively acceptable restrictive 
amendments to the service proposed 
below. Some of the applications may 
have been modified to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

We find: 

With the exceptions of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g.. unresolved common 
control, unresolved fitness questions, 
and jurisdictional problems) we find, 
preliminarily, that each common carrier 


applicant has demonstrated that its 
proposed service is required by the 
public convenience and necessity, and 
that each contract carrier applicant 
qualifies as a contract carrier and its 
proposed contract carrier service will be 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101. Each applicant is fit, willing, an 
able properly to perform the service 
proposed and to conform to the 
requirements of Title 49. Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission’s regulations. Except where 
specifically noted this decision is neither 
a major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment nor a major regulatory 
action under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975. 

In those proceedings containing a 
statement or note that dual operations 
are or may be involved we find, 
preliminarily and in the absence of the 
issue being raised by a protestant, that 
the proposed dual operations are 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101 subject to the right of the 
Commission, which is expressely 
reserved, to impose such conditions as it 
finds necessary to insure that 
applicant’s operations shall conform to 
the provisions of 49 U.S.C. § 10930(a) 
(formerly section 210 of the Interstate 
Commerce ActJ. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests, filed within 30 days of 
publication of this decision-notice (or, if 
the application later becomes 
unopposed), appropriate authority will 
be issued to each applicant (except 
those with duly noted problems) upon 
compliance with certain requirements 
which will be set forth in a notification 
of effectiveness of this decision-notice. 
To the extent that the authority sought 
below may duplicate an applicant's 
existing authority, such duplicaiton shall 
not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right. 

Applicants must comply with all 
specific conditions set forth in the grant 
or grants of authority within 90 days 
after the service of the notification of 
the effectiveness of this decision-notice, 
or the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
3, Members Parker. Fortier and Hill. 

H. G. Homme, Jr.. 

Secretary. 

MC 82603 (Sub-98F), filed December 4, 
1978, and previously published in the 
Federal Register on February 0,1979. 
Applicant: KL1PSCH HAULING CO., a 
corporation. 10795 Watson Road. Sunset 


Hills, MO 63127. Representative: E. 
Stephen Heisley. 805 McLachien Bank 
Building. 666 Eleventh Street. NW. 
Washington. DC 20001. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting calcium 
bromide . in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
the facilities of Plastifax, Inc., at or near 
Gulfport. MS, to points in LA and TX. 
(Hearin site: Chicago. IL.) 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to show the origin as Gulfport. MS. 

MC 104523 (Sub-74F). filed February 
12.1979. Applicant: HOUSTON TRUCK 
LINE, rNC., P.O. Box 427, Seward. NE 
68434. Representative: Michael J. 

Ogborn, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 
68501. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1 ] paper bags, and (2) 
materials . supplies and equipment used 
in the manufacture, sale and distribution 
of the commodities in (1) above, (except 
commodities in bulk, and those which 
because of size or weight require the use 
of special equipment), from points in the 
United States (except AK and HI) to the 
facilities of American Colloid Company 
located in Bowman County. ND. and 
Butte County. SD, and at points in MT 
and WY. (Hearing site: Chicago, IL.) 

MC 108523 (Sub-9F(, filed November 

13.1978, and previously published in the 
Federal Register on January 16,1979. 
Applicant: POLMAN TRANSFER. INC., 
Rt. 3, Box 470. Wadena. MN 56482. 
Representative: Robert P. Sack. P.O. Box 
6010, West St. Paul. MN 55118. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting cut timber, treated or 
untreated, wooden posts, poles, pilings, 
snow fence, and culverts, wooden 
bridges. bridge parts, bridge 
accessories, wood treating compounds, 
and salt, (except commodities in bulk), 
between Ca3s Lake and Grand Rapids, 
MN, and White wood, SD, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in AR. 

AL, GA, TX. KY. TN. LA. MS. and OK. 
under continuing contract(s) with St. 
Regis Paper Company, of St. Louis Park, 
MN. (Hearing site: SL Paul. MN.) 

Notes.—(1) Dual operations may be 
involved. (2) The purpose of this 
republication is to add cut lumber to the 
commodity description. 

MC 112713 (Sub-227F), filed November 

16.1978, and previously published in the 
Federal Register on April 17,1979. 
Applicant: YELLOW FREIGHT 
SYSTEM. INC., P.O. Box 7270, Shawnee 
Mission, KS 06207. Representative: John 
M. Records, same address as applicant. 
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To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment). (1) between 
Houston, TX. and Freeport, TX, over TX 
Hwy 288, serving all intermediate points, 
(2) between Houston. TX, and Laredo, 
TX, over U.S. Hwy 59, serving all 
intermediate points and the off-route 
points of Port Lavaco, Seadrift, and 
North Seadrift, (3) between Victoria, TX, 
and Corpus Christi, TX; from Victoria 
over U.S. Hwy 77 to junction U.S. Hwy 
181. then over U.S. Hwy 181 to Corpus 
Christi, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points and the 
off-route point of Aransas Pass. TX, (4) 
between San Antonio. TX, and junction 
U.S. Hwy 77 and 181 at or near Sinton, 
TX; from San Antonio over U.S. Hwy 
181 to junction U.S. Hwy 77 at or near 
Sinton, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points, (5) 
between junction U.S. Hwy 181 and 77 
at or near Sinton, TX, and Brownsville, 
TX; from junction U.S. Hwy 181 and 77 
at or near Sinton. over U.S. Hwy 77 to 
Brownsville, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points, (6) 
between Corpus Christi, TX, and 
Robstown, TX, over TX Hwy 44, serving 
all intermediate points, (7) between San 
Antonio, TX, and Laredo, TX. over 
Interstate Hwy 35, serving all 
intermediate points. (8) between Eagle 
Pass, TX. and junction of U.S. Hwy 57 
and Interstate Hwy 35; from Eagle Pass 
over U.S. Hwy 57 to junction Interstate 
Hwy 35, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points, (9) 
between Laredo, TX. and Brownsville, 
TX; from Laredo over U.S. Hwy 83 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 281, then over U.S. 
Hwy 281 to Brownsville, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points. (10) between junction U.S. Hwy 
281 and 83 at or near Pharr, TX, and 
Harlingen. TX; from junction U.S. Hwy 
83 and 281 at or near Pharr, over U.S. 
Hwy 83 to Harlingen, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points, and the off-route point of 
Edinburg, TX, (11) between Shreveport, 
LA, and Houston. TX; (a) from 
Shreveport over U.S. Hwy 79 to 
Carthage, TX, then over U.S. Hwy 59 to 
Houston, and return over the same 
route, as alternate route for operating 
convenience only, and (b) from 
Shreveport over U.S. Hwy 79 to 
Carthage, then over TX Hwy 315 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 259, then over U.S. 
Hwy 759 to junction U.S. Hwy 59, then 


over U.S. Hwy 59 to Houston, and return 
over the same route, as alternate route 
for operating convenience only, and (12) 
between Memphis, TN. and Houston, 

TX: from Memphis over Interstate Hwy 
40 to Little Rock, AR, then over 
Interstate Hwy 30 to junction U.S. Hwy 
59, then over U.S. Hwy 59 to Houston. 
TX, and return over the same route, as 
an alternate route for operating 
convenience only. (Hearing site: Dallas 
or Houston, TX.) 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to correct Part (9) and add Part (ll)(b). 

MC 14478 (Sub-lF), filed January 22, 
1979. Applicant: OD1S McGEE. d.b.a. 
McGEE S TRANSPORT, Newington, NH 
03801. Representative: Odis McGee, 
same address as applicant. To operate 
as a contract carrier , by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting petroleum 
products . in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Portland, ME, to points in NH. under a 
continuing contract(s) with Pickering Oil 
Heat, Inc., of Chelsea, MA. (Hearing 
site: Concord. NH, or Portland, ME.) 

MC 145243 (Sub-3F), filed January 17. 
1979, and previously published in the 
Federal Register on March 29,1979. 
Applicant: REDB1RD DEVELOPMENT, 
INC., 1018 Whitlock Road, Rochester, 

NY 14609. Representative: S. Michael 
Richards. P.O. Box 225, Webster, NY 
14580. To operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting scrap metal, from 
Rochester and Syracuse, NY, to 
Danbury, CT, Hagerstown. MD, points in 
NJ and NY, those in OH on and east of 
U.S. Hwy 23, and those in PA on and 
west of U.S. Hwy 15, under continuing 
contracts with (a) Roth Steel Corp., of 
Syracuse, NY, (b) American Bag & Metal 
Co., Inc., of Syracuse, NY. (c) Lyell 
Metal Co., Inc., of Rochester, NY, (d) 
Gold Iron & Metal. Inc., of Rochester, 

NY, and (e) Klein Metal Co.. Inc., of 
Rochester, NY. (Hearing site: Rochester 
or Syracuse. NY.) 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to change the territorial description. 

MC 145423 (Sub-lF), filed January 30, 
1979. Applicant: C. VAN BOXELL 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 763 South 
Oakwood. Detroit, MI 48217. 
Representative: William B. Elmer, 21635 
East Nine Mile Road, St. Clair Shores, 

MI 48080. To operate as a common 
carrier by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) roofing, roofing 
materials, roofing products, roofing 
insulation, and (2) materials, equipment 
and supplies used in the installation or 
manufacture of the commodities in (1) 


above, between the facilities of Owens 
Coming Fiberglass Corporation at (a) 
Brookville. IN. (b) Detroit. MI, (c) 
Medina, OH, and (d) Summit, IL. on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in IL. 
IN, OH. MD. NY, WI, and WV. (Hearing 
site: Detroit. MI.) 

MC 145653 (Sub-lF), filed Februarv 26, 
1979 Applicant: KIRCHWEHM BROS. 
CARTAGE CO., INC., 1700 W. Carroll 
Ave., Chicago, IL 60612. Representative: 
Abraham A. Diamond, 29 S. LaSalle St., 
Chicago. IL 60603. To operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in by the 
wholesale and retail grocery industry 
(1) from Chicago, IL, to Detroit and 
Selfridge Air Force Base. Ml, and (2) 
from Detroit and Selfridge Air Force 
Base, MI, to the facilities of Proctor & 
Gamble Distributing Company in IL, 
under a continuing contract(s) with the 
Proctor & Gamble Distributing Company 
of Cincinnati. OH. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL, or Washington, DC.) 

fFR Doc. 19284 Filed $-20-79; 845 am] 
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[Volume No. 86] 

Permanent Authority Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided: June 13,1979. 

The following applications are 
governed by Special Rule 247 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice (49 CFR 
§ 1100.247). These rules provide, among 
other things, that a protest to the 
granting of an application must be filed 
with the Commission within 30 days 
after the date notice of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. 

Failure to file a protest, on or before July 
23.1979, will be considered as a waiver 
of opposition to the application. A 
protest under these rules should comply 
with Rule 247(e)(3) of the Rules of 
Practice which requires that it set forth 
specifically the grounds upon which it is 
made, contain a detailed statement of 
proteStant’s interest in the proceeding, 
(as specifically noted below), and shall 
specify with particularity the facts, 
matters, and things relied upon, but 
shall not include issues or allegations 
phrased generally. A protestant should 
include a copy of the specific portions of 
its authority which protestant believes 
to be in conflict with that sought in the 
application, and describe in detail the 
method—whether by joinder, interline, 
or other means—by which protestant 
would use such authority to provide all 
or part of the service proposed. Protests 
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not in reasonable compliance with the 
requirements of the rules may be 
rejected. The original and one copy of 
the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s 
representative, or upon applicant if no 
representative is named. If the protest 
includes a request for oral hearing, such 
request shall meet the requirements of 
section 247(e)(4) of the special rules and 
shall include the certification required in 
that section. 

On cases filed on or after March 1, 
1979, petitions for intervention either 
with or without leave are appropriate. 

Section 247(f) provides, in part, that 
an applicant which does not intend 
timely to prosecute its application shall 
promptly request that it be dismissed, 
and that failure to prosecute an 
application under the procedures of the 
Commission will result in its dismissal. 

If applicant has introduced rates as an 
issue it is noted. Upon request an 
applicant must provide a copy of the 
tentative rate schedule to any 
protestant. 

Further processing steps will be by 
Commission notice, decision, or letter 
which will be served on each party of 
record. Broadening amendments will not 
be accepted after the date of this 
publication. 

Any authority granted may reflect 
administratively acceptable restrictive 
amendments to the service proposed 
below. Some of the applications may 
have been modified to conform to the 
Commission’s policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

We Find: 

With the exceptions of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, unresolved Fitness questions, 
and jurisdictional problems) we find, 
preliminarily, that each common carrier 
applicant has demonstrated that its 
proposed service is required by the 
public convenience and necessity, and 
that each contract carrier applicant 
qualifies as a contract carrier and its 
proposed contract carrier service will be 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101. Each applicant is fit, willing, 
and able properly to perform the service 
proposed and to conform to the 
requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV. 
United States Code, and the 
Commission’s regulations. Except where 
specifically noted this decision is neither 
a major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment nor a major regulatory 
action under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975. 


In those proceedings containing a 
statement or note that dual operations 
are or may be involved we find, 
preliminarily and in the absence of the 
issue being raised by a protestant, that 
the proposed dual operations are 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101 subject to the right of the 
Commission, which is expressly 
reserved, to impose such conditions as it 
finds necessary to insure that 
applicant’s operations shall conform to 
the provisions of 49 U.S.C. § 10930(a) 
[formerly section 210 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act). 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests, filed within 30 days of 
publication of this decision-notice (or, if 
the application later becomes 
unopposed), appropriate authority will 
be issued to each applicant (except 
those with duly noted problems) upon 
compliance with certain requirements 
which will be set forth in a notification 
of effectiveness of this decision-notice. 
To the extent that the authority sought 
below may duplicate an applicant’s 
existing authority, such duplication shall 
not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right. 

Applicants must comply with all 
specific conditions set forth in the grant 
or grants of authority within 90 days 
after the service of the notification of 
the effectiveness of this decision-notice, 
or the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
1, Members Carleton, Joyce and Jones. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

MC 109533 (Sub-108F). filed January 
10,1979, and previously published in the 
Federal Register on April 24,1979. 
Applicant: OVERNITE 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a 
Corporation, 1000 Semmes Ave., 
Richmond, VA 23224. Representative: 
Eugene T. Liipfert, Suite 1000,1600 L 
Street. NW. Washington, DC 20036. To 
operate as a common carrier by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
households goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), (1) 
between St. Louis. MO, and 
Indianapolis, IN, over U.S. Hwy 40 
serving all intermediate points, (2) 
between Indianapolis. IN, and 
Hagerstown. MD, over Interstate Hwy 
70, serving the intermediate points of 
Washington. PA, Columbus and 
Springfield. OH, and the off-route points 


of Dayton. OH, and Richmond. IN, (3) 
between Louisville, KY, and Chicago. IL: 
from Louisville over Interstate Hwy 65 
to junction Interstate Hwy 90, then over 
Interstate Hwy 90 to Chicago and return 
over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points between Louisville. 
KY. and Indianapolis. IN. (4) between 
Evansville and Terre Haute, IN, over 
U.S. Hwy 41. serving all intermediate 
points, and (5) between Mt. Vernon and 
Effingham, IL: from Mt. Vernon over 
Interstate Hwy 57 to junction IL Hwy 33, 
then over IL Hwy 33 to Effingham, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. (Hearing site: 
Columbus or Cincinnati. OH). 

Note.—The purpose of this republication 
is to indicate that applicant intends to tack 
the authority sought in this proceeding with 
regular and irregular routes applicant 
presently holds and any subsequently 
acquired regular and irregular routes. 

MC 146113 (Sub-2F), filed February 28, 
1979. Applicant: VANCOUVER INLAND 
EXPRESS. LTD., 14651105A Avenue. 
Surrey. British Columbia, Canada. V3R 
5X8. Representative: Michael D. 
Duppenthaler, 211 South Washington 
St., Seattle. WA 98104. To operate as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle, in 
foreign commerce only, over irregular 
routes, transporting (1) tandem axle 
suspensions and steel leaf springs, and 
(2) parts for the commodities in (1) 
above, between Bellingham. WA, on the 
one hand. and. on the other, ports of 
entry on the international boundary line 
between the United States and Canada, 
at or near Blaine, Lynden, and Sumas, 
WA. (Hearing site: Seattle, WA.) 

|FR Doc. 79-19283 Piled A-2&-7V; 8:43 sm| 
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[Volume No. 72] 

Permanent Authority Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

Derided: May 25.1979 

The following applications filed on or 
before February 28,1979. are governed 
by Special Rule 247 of the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR § 1100.247). 
For applications filed before March 1, 
1979, these rules provide, among other 
things, that a protest to the granting of 
an application must be filed with the 
Commission within 30 days after the 
date notice of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. 

Failure to file a protest, on or before July 
23,1979, will be considered as a waiver 
of opposition to the application. A 
protest under these rules should comply 
with Rule 247(e)(3) of the Rules of 
Practice which requires that it sel forth 
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specifically the grounds upon which it is 
made, contain a detailed statement of 
protestant’9 interest in the proceeding, 
(as specifically noted below), and shall 
specify with particularity the facts, 
matters, and things relied upon, but 
shall not include issues or allegations 
phrased generally. A protestant should 
include a copy of the specific portions of 
its authority which protestant believes 
to be in conflict with that sought in the 
application, and describe in detail the 
method—whether by joinder, interline, 
or other means—by which protestant 
would use such authority to provide ail 
or part of the service proposed. Protests 
not in reasonable compliance with the 
requirements of the rules may be 
rejected. The original and one copy of 
the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s 
representative, or upon applicant if no 
representative is named. If the protest 
includes a request for oral hearing, such 
request shall meet the requirements of 
section 247(e)(4) of the special rules and 
shall include the certification required in 
that section. 

On cases filed on or after March 1, 
1979, petitions for intervention either 
with or without leave are appropriate. 

Section 247(f) provides, in part, that 
an applicant which does not intend 
timely to prosecute its application shall 
promptly request that it be dismissed, 
and that failure to prosecute an 
application under the procedures of the 
Commission will result in its dismissal. 

If applicant has introduced rates as an 
issue it is noted. Upon request an 
applicant must provide a copy of the 
tentative rate schedule to any 
protestant. 

Further processing steps will be by 
Commission notice, decision, or letter 
which will be served on each party of 
record. Broadening amendments will not 
be accepted after the date of this 
publication. 

Any authority granted may reflect 
administratively acceptable restrictive 
amendments to the service proposed 
below. Some of the applications may 
have been modified to conform to the 
Commission’s policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exceptions of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, unresolved fitness questions, 
and jurisdictional problems) we find, 
preliminarily, that each common carrier 
applicant has demonstrated that its 
proposed service is required by the 
public convenience and necessity, and 


that each contract carrier applicant 
qualifies as a contract carrier and its 
proposed contract carrier service will be 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101. Each applicant is fit, willing, 
and able properly to perform the service 
proposed and to conform to the 
requirements of Title 49. Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission’s regulations. Except where 
specifically noted this decision is neither 
a major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment nor a major regulatory 
action under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975. 

In those proceedings containing a 
statement or note that dual operations 
are or may be involved we find, 
preliminarily and in the absence of the 
issue being raised by a protestant, that 
the proposed dual operations are 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101 subject to the right of the 
Commission, which i9 expressly 
reserved, to impose such conditions as it 
finds necessary to insure that 
applicant’s operations shall conform to 
the provisions of 49 U.S.C. § 10930(a) 
[formerly section 210 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act). 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests, filed on or before July 23.1979 
(or, if the application later becomes 
unopposed), appropriate authority will 
be issued to each applicant (except 
those with duly noted problems) upon 
compliance with certain requirements 
which will be set forth in a notification 
of effectiveness of this decision-notice. 
To the extent that the authority sought 
below may duplicate an applicant’s 
existing authority, such duplication shall 
not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right. 

Applicants must comply with all 
specific conditions set forth in the grant 
or grants of authority within 90 day 9 
after the service of the notification of 
the effectiveness of this decision-notice, 
or the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall stand denied. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
3. Members Parker, Fortier, and Hill. 

H. G. Homme. Jr., 

Secretary. 

MC 52704 (Sub-209F), filed February 
28, 1979. Applicant: GLENN 

McClendon trucking company, 

INC., P.O. Drawer “H” Lafayette. AL 
36862. Representative: Archie B. 

Culbreth, Suite 202 22000 Century 
Parkway, Atlanta, Ga 30345. To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 


irregular routes, transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers and distributors of 
containers, container ends, and closures 
(except in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
between those points in the United 
States in and east of MN, IA, MO. OK. 
and TX, restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities of Brockway Glass Company, 
Inc. (Hearing site: Atlanta, GA) 

MC 53965 (Sub-147F), filed February 
21,1979. Applicant: GRAVES TRUCK 
LINE, INC., P.O. Drawer 1387. Salina, KS 
67401. Representative: John E. Jandera, 
641 Harrison St., Topeka. KS 66603. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over regular routes, 
tranporting general commodities (except 
those of unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between Minneola, KS. and 
Lubbock, TX: from Minneola over U.S. 
Hwy 283 to junction U.S. Hwy 60, at or 
near Arnett, OK, then over U.S. Hwy 60 
to Amarillo, TX, then over Interstate 
Hwy 27 to Lubbock, and return over the 
same route, serving no intermediate 
points, serving Amarillo as point of 
joinder only in connection with 
applicant's otherwise authorized 
regular-route operations. (Hearing site: 
Lubbock, TX, or Wichita, KS.) 

MC 58885 (Sub-34F), filed February 28, 
1979. Applicant: ATLANTA MOTOR 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 345, Conley, GA 
30027. Representative: Paul M. Daniel], 
1200 Gas Light Tower, 235 Peachtree 
Street, NE, Atlanta. GA 30303. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) foodstuffs, (except 
frozen or commodities in bulk), from 
Asheville, NC. to Anniston. Birmingham, 
and Montgomery, AL and Atlanta, GA, 
and (2)g/oss containers . from Atlanta, 
GA, to Asheville, NC. under continuing 
contract(s) with Gerber Products 
Company of Fremont. MI. (Hearing site: 
Asheville, NC.) 

Note: Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 60014 (Sub-94F), filed February 28, 
1979. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING, 

INC., P.O. Box 308, Monroeville, PA 
15146. Representative: A. Charles Tell, 
100 East Broad Street. Columbus, OH 
43215. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting steel piling and 
construction equipment, from the 
facilities of Mississippi Valley 
Equipment Company, at or near 
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Jacksonville, FL, Memphis. TN, Reserve 
LA. and St. Louis. MO. to points in AL, 
CT, DE. GA, FL, IL. IN. KY, LA. ME. MD, 
MA. Ml, MS, NH. NJ. NY. NC, OH. PA. 
Rl, SC, TN, VT. VA. WV, WI. and DC, 
(Hearing site: Jacksonville, FL, or 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 60014 (Sub-95F). Filed February 28. 
1979. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING, 

INC. Box 308, Monroeville, PA 15146. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, 100 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, OH 43215. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate of foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting iron and steel articles, from 
the facilities of Connors Steel Co., at or 
near Birmingham, AL, to points in CT. 
DE. IL. IN. KY. ME. MD. MI. MA, NH, 

NJ. NY. OH. PA, RI. TN. VT, VA, WV. 
and DC. (Hearing site: Birmingham, AL.) 

MC 60014 (Sub-97F), filed February 28, 
1979. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING, 
INC., Box 308, Monroeville. PA 15146. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell. 100 East 
Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215. To 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting marble, granite, and tiles , 
from the facilities of International 
Granite & Marble Corp.. at or near 
Hialeah, FL, Norfolk and Richmond. VA, 
Baltimore. MD, and Chicago, IL, to 
points in AL. CT. DE. GA, FL, IL, IN. KY. 
ME, MD. MA. MI. MS. NH, NJ. NY. NC, 
OH, PA. RI. TN, VT, VA. WV. WI. and 
DC. (Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 

MC 60014 (Sub-98F), Filed February 28. 
1979. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING. 

INC., Box 308, Monroeville, PA 15146. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, 100 East 
Broad St., Columbus. OH 43215. To 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting iron and steel articles, from 
the facilities of SFK Steel at or near 
Pensacola, FL. to those points in the 
United States in and east of MN. WI, IL, 
KY. TN. MS, and LA. (Hearing site: 
Jacksonville, FL.) 

MC 60014 (Sub-99F), Filed February 28, 
1979. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING. 

INC.. Box 308, Monroeville. PA 15146. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell. 100 East 
Broad St.. Columbus, OH 43215. To 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting heavy machinery r , iron and 
steel articles, and commodities, the 
transportation of which by reason of 
size or weight requires the use of special 
equipment, from Jacksonville, FL, to 
those points in the United States in and 


east of MN, LA, MO, AR. and LA. 
(Hearing site: Jacksonville, FL.) 

MC 60014 (Sub-103F), filed February 

28,1979. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING, 
INC., Box 308, Monroeville, PA 15146. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell. 100 East 
Broad St.. Columbus, OH 43215. To 
operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting structural steel , from the 
facilities of Aetna Steel at or near 
Jacksonville, FL. to points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Jacksonville. FL.) 

MC 60014 (Sub-102F), filed February 

28.1979. Applicant: AERO TRUCKING. 
INC., Box 308, Monroeville, PA 15146. 
Representative: A. Charles Tell, 100 East 
Broad St., Columbus, OH 43215. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting plywood, paneling, gypsum 
board, composition board, moudling, 
and particleboard, from the facilities of 
Pan American Gyro Tex Co., at or near 
Jasper, FL, to those points in the United 
States in and east of MN, LA, MO. AR. 
and LA. (Hearing site: Jacksonville, FL.) 

MC 61825 (Sub-93F), filed February 26, 
1979. Applicant: ROY STONE 
TRANSFER CORPORATION, V. C. 
Drive, P.O. Box 385, Collinsville, VA 
24078. Representative: John D. Stone 
(same address as applicant). To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (l)g/oss 
containers, closures, and fiber board 
boxes, from Clarion, PA, to points in 
VA. (2) Materials, equipment, and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of the commodities in (1) 
above, in the reverse direction; and (3) 
malt liquors, from Pabst, GA, to points 
in IN. KY. MD. NC, OH. TN. VA. WV. 
and DC. (Hearing site: Washington. DC.) 

MC 107295 (Sub-907F), filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: PRE-FAB TRANSIT 
CO., a corporation. P.O. Box 146, Farmer 
City. IL 61842. Representative: Mack 
Stephenson, 42 Fox Mill Lane. 
Springfield, IL 62707. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) 
buildings, complete, knocked down, or 
in sections, and (2) parts and 
accessories, used in the installation of 
the buildings, from Spanish Forks, UT. 
to points in the United States (except 
AK and HI). (Hearing site: Salt Lake 
City, UT, or Dallas, TX.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-176F), filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: ACE DORAN 
HAULING & RIGGING CO., a 


corporation, 1601 Blue Rock Street, 
Cincinnati, OH 45223. Representative: 
Fred Schmits (same address as 
applicant). To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate 
or foreign commerce, over irregular 
routes, transporting (1) metal buildings 
and component parts for metal 
buildings, from Dallas, TX, to points in 
AL, AZ. AR, CO. GA, ID, IL, IN. KS. LA, 

MS. MO, MT. NE. NV, NM, OK. TN. UT. 
WI, and WY; and (2) materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of metal 
buildings, in the reverse direction. 
(Hearing site: Dallas, TX.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-177F), Filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: ACE DORAN 
HAULING & RIGGING CO., a 
corporation, 1601 Blue Rock Street, 
Cincinnati. OH 45223. Representative: 
Fred Schmits (same address as 
applicant). To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate 
or foreign commerce, over irregular 
routes, transporting (1) agricultural 
equipment and agricultural implements. 
and (2) attachments and parts used for 
the commodities in (1) above, between 
LaPorte, IN. on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL, or Washington, DC.) 

MC 113855 (Sub-472F), filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT, INC., 2450 Marion Rd., 

SE., Rochester, MN 55901. 
Representative: Michael E. Miller. 502 
First National Bank Bldg., Fargo, ND 
58126. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) rollers, compactors, and 
tampers, and (2) parts, attachments, and 
accessories for the commodities named 
in (1) above, between the facilities of 
Dynapac Manufacturing Inc., in Morris 
County, NJ, on the one hand, and. on the 
other, points in the United States 
(including AK but excluding HI). 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 

MC 129184 (Sub-16F), Filed February 

28.1979. Applicant: KENNETH L. 
KELLAR, Box 449, Blaine. WA 98230. 
Representative: Michael D. 
Duppenthaler, 211 South Washington 
St., Seattle, WA 98104. To operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting alcoholic 
liquor, from Clermont and Louisville, 

KY, and Lynchburg, TN, to Riviera 
Beach, FL, Superior, WI, International 
Falls. Grand Portage, and Noyes, MN. 
Pembina and Portal, ND, Sweetgrass, 

MT, Oroville and Blaine, WA. and San 
Francisco, CA, under a continuing 








36326 


Federal Register / Vol. 44, No. 121 / Thursday. June 21. 1979 / Notices 


contract(s) with Exports. Inc., of Blaine, 
WA. (Hearing site: Seattle. WA.) 

MC 133095 (Sub-242F). filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: TEXAS- 
CONTINENTAL EXPRESS. INC., P.O. 
Box 434, Euless. TX 76039. 
Representative: Hugh T. Matthews, 2340 
Fidelity Union Tower, Dallas, TX 75201. 
To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting wines and alcoholic 
beverages, (except in bulk), from 
Schenley. PA, Fresno, CA, 
Lawrencesburg, IN, Frankfort, KY. 
Tullahoma, TN. and New York, NY, to 
points in the United States (Except AK 
and HI). (Hearing site: Dallas, TX.) 

MC 134134 (Sub-39F), filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: MA1NLINER 
MOTOR EXPRESS. INC., 4202 Dahlman 
Avenue. Omaha, NE 68107. 
Representative: JAMES F. CROSBY, P.O. 
Box 37205, Omaha, NE 68137. To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, cleaning compounds, 
motor fuel water absorption compounds, 
charcoal starter, and petroleum motor 
oil. from the facilities of Winner 
Chemical Corp., at Paulsboro, NJ, to 
points in IL. MA, MO, OH. PA, and NY. 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the named origin and 
destined to the indicated destinations. 
(Hearing New York, NY. or Washington, 
DC.) 

MC 134405 (Sub-G5F), filed February 

22.1979. Applicant: BACON 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a 
corporation, P.O. Box 1134. Ardmore, 

OK 73401. Representative: Wilburn L. 
Williamson, Suite 615-East, The Oil 
Center, 2601 Northwest Expressway, 
Oklahoma City. OK 73112. To operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting proppant. 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from New 
Iberia, LA. and Fort Smith, AR. to points 
in AR. CO. KS. LA, MS. MT, NM. OK. 
TX, and WY. (Hearing site: Oklahoma 
City, OK.) 

MC 135895 (Sub-35F), Tiled February 

26.1979. Applicant: B & R DRAYAGE, 
INC., P.O. Box 8534 Battlefield Station, 
Jackson, MS 39204. Representative: 
Douglas C. Wynn, P.O. Box 1295, 
Greenville. MS 38701. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) paper 
and paper products, and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities in (1) above, (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 


facilities of Olinkraft. Inc., at or near 
Monroe and West Monroe, LA. on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
AL, AR, GA, FL, MS. OK. TN, and TX. 
(Hearing site: Monroe, LA, or Jackson, 
MS.) 

MC 140205 (Sub-5F). filed February 28, 
1979. Applicant: MOUW 
TRANSPORTATION. INC., 307 Maple 
Drive, Sibley. IA 51249. Representative: 
Samuel Rubenstein, 301 North Fifth St., 
Minneapolis, MN 55403. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting meats, 
meat products, and meat byproducts, 
and articles distributed by meat¬ 
packing houses, as described in Sections 
A and C of Appendix 1 to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, 
(except hides, and commodities in bulk), 
from the facilities of John Morrell & Co., 
at or near Sioux Falls. SD, Estherville 
and Sioux City, IA, and Worthington, 
MN. to points in AR, AZ, CA, and NM, 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the named origin. (Hearing 
site: Chicago. IL.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 140665 (Sub-45F), filed February 

15,1979, previously noticed in the FR 
issue of March 29,1979. Applicant: 
PRIME. INC., Route 1, Box 115-B, 
Urbana, MO 65767. Representative: 
Clayton Geer, P.O. Box 786, Ravenna, 
OH 44266. To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) cleaning compounds, 
rust preventing compounds, chemicals, 
electroplating additives, paint products, 
petroleum products, and nickel, and (2) 
materials and supplies used in the 
marketing and distribution of the 
commodities in (1) above, (except 
commodities in bulk in (1) and (2) 
above), from Cleveland, OH, to points in 
AZ. CA. CO. ID. NM, UT. WY. MT, LA. 
TX, and WA. (Hearing site: Columbus, 
OH. or Washington, DC.) 

Note.—This republication indicates the 
correct destination State of LA. not IA. 

MC 143775 (Sub-61 F), filed January 25, 
1979. Applicant: PAUL YATES, INC., 

6601 West Orangewood. Glendale, AZ 
85301. Representative: Michael R. Burke 
(same address as applicant). To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting rubber, in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from Burton and Dayton, 
OH. and Jonesboro, TN. to Sparks, NV. 
(Hearing site: Carson City, NV, or San 
Francisco. CA.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 


MC 145145 (Sub-IF). filed February 26, 
1979. Applicant: TOWER TRANSPORT. 
INC., 528 South Cumberland Ave., Park 
Ridge, IL 60068. Representative: Edward 
G. Bazelon, 39 South LaSalle Street. 
Chicago, IL 60603. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting frozen 
foodstuffs (a) from the facilities of 
Continental Freezers of Illinois, at 
Chicago, IL, to points in CO, IL, IN. IA, 
KS. KY. MI, MN. MO. NE. ND. OH. SD. 
and WI, and (b) from points in CO. IL, 

IN. IA. KS, KY. MI. MO. NE, ND. OH. 

SD, and WI. to the facilities of 
Continental Freezers of Illinois, at 
Chicago. IL. (Hearing site: Chicago. IL.) 

MC 146084 (Sub-2F). filed January 23. 
1979. Applicant: THOMAS R. GOLTZ, 
d.b.a. GOLTZ TRUCKING. Box 91, 
Young America, IN 46998. 
Representative: Robert W. Loser. 1009 
Chamber of Commerce Bldg.. 
Indianapolis. IN 46204. To operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) salt, 
and salt products, (except commodities 
in bulk), from the facilities of Hardy Salt 
Company, at Manistee, MI, to points in 
IL, IN, and OH; and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture, and distribution of salt 
and salt products, (except commodities 
in bulk), from points in IL, IN. IA, KY, 
MO. OH. PA, WV, and WI, to the 
. facilities of Hardy Salt Company, at 
Manistee, MI. 

MC 146375F, filed February 23,1979. 
Applicant: MERCER INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION. MANAGEMENT 
& CONSULTING SERVICES. INC., 500 
Alta Drive, Fort Worth, TX 76107. 
Representative: Clayte Binion, 1108 
Continental Life Building, Fort Work, TX 
76102. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes 
transporting pipe, machinery, 
equipment, pipe line materials and 
supplies incidental to, used in, or in 
connection with, the construction, 
operation, repair, servicing, 
maintenance and dismantling of natural 
gas, petroleum, gasoline and other 
energy related pipelines including the 
stringing and picking up thereof, 
between points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 
Houston, TX.) 

MC 109564 (Sub-17F), filed August 24. 
1978. previously noticed in the Federal 
Register issue of March 22,1979. 
Applicant: LYONS TRANSPORTATION 
LINES. INC., 138 East 26th Street, Erie, 
PA 16512. Representative: A. Charles 
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Tell, 100 East Broad Street, Columbus. 
OH 43215. To operate as a common 
corner, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over regular routes 
transporting general commodities 
(except articles of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), (1) between Dayton, 
OH, and Indianapolis, IN. over 
Interstate Hwy 70, (2) between Toledo, 
OH, and Indianapolis. IN, from Toledo 
over Interstate Hwy 90 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 20, then over U.S. Hwy 20 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 24, then over U.S. 

Hwy 24 to junction U.S. Hwy 30, then 
over U.S. Hwy 30 to junction Interstate 
Hwy 69. then over Interstate Hwy 69 to 
Indianapolis, and return over the same 
route, (3) between Toledo, OH. and 
Indianapolis. IN, from Toledo over 
Interstate Hwy 90 to junction Interstate 
Hwy 69, then over Interstate Hwy 69 to 
Indianapolis, and return over the same 
route, (4) between Toledo, OH. and 
South Bend, IN, from Toledo Interstate 
Hwy 90 to junction U.S. Hwy 31, then 
over U.S. Hwy 31 to South Bend, and 
return over the same route, (5) between 
Toledo. OH. and Saginaw, MI. from 
Toledo, over Interstate Hwy 90 to 
junction Interstate Hwy 475, then over 
Interstate Hwy 475 to junction U.S. Hwy 
23, then over U.S. Hwy 23 to junction 
Interstate Hwy 75, then over Interstate 
Hwy 75 to Saginaw, and return over the 
same route, (6) Toledo, OH, and Battle 
Creek, Ml, from Toledo over Interstate 
Hwy 90 to junction Interstate Hwy 69. 
then over Interstate Hwy 69 to junction 
Interstate Hwy 94, then over Interstate 
Hwy 94 to junction Interstate Hwy 194, 
then over Interstate Hwy 194 to Battle 
Creek, and return over the same route, 
and (7) between Toledo, OH, and 
Muskegon. Ml, from Toledo over 
Interstate Hwy 90 to junction Interstate 
Hwy 475, then over Interstate Hwy 475 
to junction U.S. Hwy 23, then over U.S. 
Hwy 23 to junction Interstate Hwy 96. 
then over Interstate Hwy 96 to 
Muskegon, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points, 
and serving all off-route points in IN and 
MI within a 200-mile radius of Ottawa, 
OH. restricted to the transportation of 
traffic moving from, to. or through 
Cleveland. OH. (Hearing site: Columbus, 
OH.) 

Note.—Applicant seeks to convert a 
portion of its irregular route authority to 


regular route authority. This republication 
indicates the correct restriction. 

[FR Doc. 79-19280 Filed 6-20-79; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


(Volume No. 64] 

Permanent Authority Decisions; 
Decision-Notice 

Decided: May 25,1979. 

The following applications filed on or 
before February 28.1979, are governed 
by Special Rule 247 of the Commission's 
Rules of Practice (49 CFR § 1100.247). 
For applications filed before March 1, 
1979, these rules provide, among other 
things, that a protest to the granting of 
an application must be filed with the 
Commission within 30 days after the 
date notice of the application is 
published in the Federal Register. 

Failure to file a protest on or before July 
23.1979, will be considered as a waiver 
of opposition to the application. A 
protest under these rules should comply 
with Rule 247(e)(3) of the Rules of 
Practice which requires that it set forth 
specifically the grounds upon which it is 
made, contain a detailed statement of 
protestant*s interest in the proceeding, 
(as specifically noted below), and shall 
specify with particularity the facts, 
matters, and things relied upon, but 
shall not include issues or allegations 
phrased generally. A protestant should 
include a copy of the specific portions of 
its authority which protestant believes 
to be in conflict with that sought in the 
application, and describe in detail the 
method—whether by joinder, interline, 
or other means—by which protestant 
would use such authority to provide all 
or part of the service proposed. Protests 
not in reasonable compliance with the 
requirements of the rules may be 
rejected. The original and one copy of 
the protest shall be filed with the 
Commission, and a copy shall be served 
concurrently upon applicant’s 
representative, or upon applicant if no 
representative is named. If the protest 
includes a request for oral hearing, such 
request shall meet the requirements of 
section 247(e)(4) of the special rules and 
shall include the certification required in 
that section. 

On cases filed on or after March 1, 
1979. petitions for intervention either 
with or without leave are appropriate. 

Section 247(f) provides, in part, that 
an applicant which does not intend 
timely to prosecute its application shall 
promptly request that it be dismissed, 
and that failure to prosecute an 
application under the procedures of the 
Commission will result in its dismissal. 


If applicant has introduced rates as an 
issue it is noted. Upon request an 
applicant must provide a copy of the 
tentative rate schedule to any 
protestant. 

Further processing steps will be by 
Commission notice, decision, or letter 
which will be served on each party of 
record. Broadening amendments will not 
be accepted after the date of this 
publication . 

Any authority granted may reflect 
administratively acceptable restrictive 
amendments to the service proposed 
below. Some of the applications may 
have been modified to conform to the 
Commission’s policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exceptions of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, unresolved fitness questions, 
and jurisdictional problems) we find, 
preliminarily, that each common carrier 
applicant has demonstrated that its 
proposed service is required by the 
public convenience and necessity, and 
that each contract carrier applicant 
qualifies as a contract carrier and its 
proposed contract carrier service will be 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101. Each applicant is fit, willing, 
and able properly to perform the service 
proposed and to conform to the 
requirements of Title 49. Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. Except where 
specifically noted this decision is neither 
a major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human 
environment nor a major regulatory 
action under the Energy Policy and 
Conservation Act of 1975. 

In those proceedings containing a 
statement or note that dual operations 
are or may be involved we find, 
preliminarily and in the absence of the 
issue being raised by a protestant, that 
the proposed dual operations are 
consistent with the public interest and 
the transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101 subject to the right of the 
Commission, which is expressly 
reserved, to impose such conditions as it 
finds necessary to insure that 
applicant’s operations shall conform to 
the provisions of 49 U.S.C. § 10930(a) 
(formerly section 210 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act). 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
protests, filed on or before July 23.1979 
(or, if the application later becomes 
unopposed), appropriate authority will 
be issued to each applicant (except 
those with duly noted problems) upon 
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compliance with certain requirements 
which will be set forth in a notificaion of 
effectiveness of this decision-notice. To 
the extent that the authority sought 
below may duplicate an applicant’s 
existing authority, such duplication shall 
not be construed as conferring more 
than a single operating right. 

Applicants must comply with all 
specific conditions set forth in the grant 
or grants of authority within 90 days 
after the service of the notification of 
the effectiveness of this decision-notice, 
or the application of a non-complying 
applicant shall denied. 

By the Commission. Review Board Number 
2, Members Boyle, Eaton, and Liberman. 

H. G. Homme, Jr., 

Secretary. 

MC 2184 (Sub-lF), filed February 22, 
1979. Applicant: COX-PATR1CK 
TRANSFER & STORAGE CO., a 
Corporation, 5607 Forney, Houston, TX 
77036. Representative: Kay B. Kreck, 
Suite 2523,1 Houston Center, Houston, 
TX 77002. To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting used household goods as 
defined by the Commission, between 
points in AR, CO. IA. IL, KS, KY, LA, 

MS, MO, NE, NM. OK. TO. and TX. 
(Hearing site: Houston, TX.) 

MC 2754 (Sub-30F), filed December 29, 
1978. Applicant: NEUENDORF 
TRANSPORTATION CO., a 
Corporation, P.O. Box 7730, Madison, 

WI 53707. Representative: Steven C. 
Porter (same address as applicant). To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over regular routes, 
transporting general commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), (1) between Stevens 
Point and Manitowoc, Wl, over U.S. 

Hwy 10, serving all intermediate points, 
(2) between junction U.S. Hwy 45 and 
U.S. Hwy 10, and Wausau. WI. from 
junction U.S. Hwy 45 and U.S. Hwy 10 
over U.S. Hwy 45 to junction WI Hwy 
29, then over WI Hwy 29 to Wausau, 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points, (3) between 
Milwaukee, WI, and junction U.S. Hwy 
45 and Wl Hwy 29, from Milwaukee 
over Interstate Hwy 43 to junction U.S. 
Hwy 141, then over U.S. Hwy 141 to 
junction WI Hwy 29, then over WI Hwy 
29 to junction U.S. Hwy 45. and return 
over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points, (4) between 
junction WI Hwy 147 and U.S. Hwy 141. 
and Two Rivers, WI, over Wl Hwy 147, 


serving all intermediate points, (5) 
between Janesville and Green Bay, WI, 
from Janesville over WI Hwy 26 to 
junction U.S. Hwy 41. then over U.S. 
Hwy 41 to Green Bay, and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points, (6) between Green Bay and 
Beloit, WI, from Green Bay over WI 
Hwy 57 to junction Interstate Hwy 43, 
then over Interstate Hwy 43 to junction 
Interstate Hwy 94, then over Interstate 
Hwy 94 to junction U.S. Hwy 45, then 
over U.S. Hwy 45 to junction WI Hwy 
15, then over WI Hwy 15 to Beloit, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points, (7) between 
junction WI Hwy 26 and U.S. Hwy 41. 
and Kenosha, Wl from junction Wl Hwy 
26 and U.S. Hwy 41 over U.S. Hwy 41 to 
junction Interstate Hwy 94, then over 
Interstate Hwy 94 to junction WI Hwy 
100, then over WI Hwy 100 to junction 
WI Hwy 32, then over WI Hwy 32 to 
Kenosha, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points, (8) 
between Madison and Manitowoc, WI, 
over U.S. Hwy 151, serving all 
intermediate points, (9) between Fond 
du Lac and Sheboygan, WI, over WI 
Hwy 23, serving all intermediate points, 
(10) between Watertown. WI and 
junction U.S. Hwy 16 and Interstate 
Hwy 94, over U.S. Hwy 16. serving all 
intermediate points, (11) between 
Madison and Milwaukee, WI, over 
Interstate Hwy 94, serving all 
intermediate points, (12) between 
Madison and Genoa City, WI, over U.S. 
Hwy 12, serving all intermediate points. 

(13) between junction Wl Hwy 15 and 
WI Hwy 11 and Racine, WI, over Wl 
Hwy 11, serving all intermediate points, 

(14) between Janesville, and Kenosha, 
Wl, from Janesville over U.S. Hwy 14 to 
junction WI Hwy 11. then over WI Hwy 
11 to junction Wl Hwy 50, then over WI 
Hwy 50 to Kenosha, and return over the 
same route, serving all intermediate 
points, and (15) serving in (1) through 
(14) above, points in Shawano, Fond du 
Lac, Dodge, Washington. Ozaukee, 
Jefferson, Waukesha, Milwaukee. 
Walworth, Racine, Waupaca, 
Outagamie, Brown, Winnebago, 

Calumet, Manitowoc and Sheboygan 
Counties, WI, as off-route points. 
(Hearing site: Chicago or Rockford, IL.) 

MC 4405 (Sub-591 F), filed February 23, 
1979. Applicant: DEALERS TRANSIT, 
INC., P.O. Box 236, Tulsa, OK 74101. 
Representative: Michael E. Miller, 502 
First National Bank Bldg., Fargo, ND 
58126. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting lumber, lumber products, 
woods products, and pallets, from points 


in GA, to points in AL, FL, IL, IN, LA. MI, 
MN, MS, NC, OH. SC. TO, VA, WI. KY. 
and DC. (Hearing site: Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 4405 (Sub-592F), filed February 26, 
1979. Applicant: DEALERS TRANSIT, 
INC., 4221 South 68th East Ave., P.O. 

Box 236, Tulsa. OK 74101. 

Representative: Michael E. Miller, 502 
First National Bank Bldg., Fargo, ND 
58126. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting trailers and trailer chassis 
(except those designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles), in initial 
movements, in truckaway service, from 
Abilene, TX. to points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Abilene or Dallas. TX.) 

MC 4405 (Sub-593F), filed February 26. 
1979. Applicant: DEALERS TRANSIT, 
INC., 4221 South 68th East Ave., P.O. 

Box 236, Tulsa. OK 74101. 
Representative:.Michael E. Miller. 502 
First National Bank Bldg., Fargo, ND 
58128. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) press brakes, (2) shears, 
and (3) parts for the commodities in (1) 
and (2) above, from the facilities of 
Rockwell Hydrapower Corp., at or near 
Norfolk, VA. to points in CT, MD, ME, 
MA, NH. NJ, NJ, PA. VT, and RI. 
(Hearing site: Norfolk, VA, or 
Washington. D.C.) 

MC 14215 (Sub-26F), filed February 23, 
1979. Applicant: SMITH TRUCK 
SERVICE, INC., 1118 Commercial, Mingo 
Junction, OH 43928. Representative: A. 
Charles Tell, 100 East Broad St., 
Columbus, OH 43215. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) building 
materials and cement pipe, from the 
facilities of Johns-Manville Sales 
Corporation at or near Waukegan, IL, to 
points in MD. NJ. NY, OH, PA, and WV; 
and (2) insulation board, from the 
facilities of Johns-Manville Perlite 
Corporation at or near Rockdale, IL, to 
the destination States in (1) above. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL.) 

MC 24784 (Sub-22F), filed February 23, 
1979. Applicant: BARRY, INC., 463 South 
Water. Olathe, KS 66061. 

Representative: Arthur J. Cerra, P.O. Box 
19521, 2100 Ten Main Center, Kansas 
City. MO 64141. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting feed and 
feed ingredients , from the facilities of 
Vigortone Products Company at 
Fremont. NE to Abilene, KS. (Hearing 
site: Kansas City, MO.) 
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MC 52704 (Sub-208F). filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: GLENN 

McClendon trucking company, 

INC., P.O. DRAWER “H*\ LaFayette, AL 
36862. Representative: Archie B. 
Culbreth. Suite 202. 2200 Century 
Parkway, Atlanta. GA 30345. To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) metal 
containers, and metal container ends, 
and (2) materials and supplies used in 
the distribution of the commodities in (1) 
above, between the facilities of Jos. 
Schlitz Brewing Company, at (a) 
Longview, TX, and (b) Memphis. TN. 
(Hearing site: Atlanta, GA.). 

MC 85934 (Sub-94F). filed February 23, 
1979. Applicant: MICHIGAN 
TRANSPORTATION CO., a 
Corporation, 3601 Wyoming, P.O. Box 
248, Dearborn, MI 48120. Representative: 
Martin J. Leavitt, 22375 Haggerty Road. 
P.O. Box 400, Northville, MI 48167. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting liquid chemicals , in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from points in CT. IL, IN, 
IA. ME, MA, MN, NH, OH. PA, WI, AL, 
CA. CO. DE, GA. KY. MO. MS, NC, OK, 
RI, SC, TN, NJ, and NY, to the facilities 
of BASF Wyandotte Corp., at 
Wyandotte, MI. (Hearing site: Chicago, 
IL, or Washington. DC.) 

MC 93224 (Sub-24F), filed February 28, 
1979. Applicant: S & N FREIGHT LINE, 
INCORPORATED. P.O. Box 12147, 
Norfolk, VA 23502. Representative: 
Chester A. Zyblut, 366 Executive Bldg., 
1030 Fifteenth St., NW., Washington, DC 
20005. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) wrapping paper, 
wood pulp board, woodpulp, and scrap 
paper, and (2) materials, equipment, and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of the commodities named 
in (1) above (except commodities in 
bulk), between the facilities of the 
Chesapeake Corp. of Va., at West Point, 
VA, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in MD. DE. NJ. NY. MA. CT, RI. 
NC, SD. and DC. and in PA on and east 
of Interstate Hwy 81. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC.) 

MC 94265 (Sub-288F), filed January 22, 
1979. Applicant: BONNEY MOTOR 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 305, Route 460 
West. Windsor, VA 23487. 
Representative: Clyde W. Carver, Suite 
212. 5299 Roswell Rd., NE., Atlanta, GA 
30342. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) foodstuffs (except 


commodities in bulk), in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
from points in WI. to points in DE, MD, 
NJ, NY. PA. VA, WV, and DC; and (2) 
such commodities as are dealt in by 
retail cheese stores, from the facilities of 
The Wisconsin Cheeseman, Inc., at or 
near Sun Prairie, WI, to the destinations 
named in (1) above. (Hearing site: 
Milwaukee, WI.) 

MC 94265 (Sub-291 F), filed February 

23,1979. Applicant: BONNEY MOTOR 
EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 305. Route 460 
West, Windsor, VA 23487. 
Representative: John J. Capo, P.O. Box 
72034, Atlanta. GA 30328. To operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting foodstuffs, 
in vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from Portsmouth, VA, to 
points in MD. MI. NY. OH. PA, and DC. 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC. or 
Richmond, VA.) 

MC 94265 (Sub-292F), filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: BONNEY MOTOR 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 305, Route 460 
West, Windsor. VA 23487. 
Representative: John J. Capo, P.O. Box 
720434, Altanta, GA 30328. To operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting foodstuffs 
(except commodities in bulk), in vehicles 
equipped with mechanical refrigeration, 
from the facilities used by J. H. Filbert, 
Inc., in Fulton, Clayton, Dekalb, Cobb, 
and Douglas Counties, GA, to points in 
IL, IN. and MO. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC. or Atlanta, GA.) 

MC 94265 (Sub-293F), filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: BONNEY MOTOR 
EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 305, Route 460 
West, Windsor, VA 23487. 
Representative: Clyde W. Carver, P.O, 
Box 720434, Atlanta. GA 30328. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) tobacco and tobacco 
products, and (2) packaging materials 
for tobacco and tobacco products, from 
the facilities of R. J. Reynolds Tobacco 
Company at Winston-Salem, NC. to 
points in AR, CO. IA. IL, KS. MI. MN. 
MO. NE. SD. and TX. (Hearing site: 
Atlanta. GA. or Washington, DC.) 

MC 94265 (Sub-294F), filed February 

26.1979. Applicant; BONNEY MOTOR 
EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 305, Route 460 
West, Windsor, VA 23487. 
Representative: John J. Capo, P.O. Box 
720434, Altanta. GA 30328. To operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) banana, 
and (2) agricultural commodities, the 


transportation of which is otherwise 
exempt from economic regulation under 
49 U.S.C. S 10526(a)(6) (formerly Section 
203(b)(6) of the Interstate Commerce 
Act), in mixed loads with bananas, from 
Portsmouth, Norfolk, and Newsport 
News, VA, to points in AL, AR. CO. DE, 
FL, GA, IL. IN, IA, KY, LA, MN. MO. MI, 
NC, MN. NE, MS, MD, NY. NJ, ND. OH, 
OK. PA. SC. SD, TN, TX. CT. RI. MA. 

VT, NH, ME. VA. WV, WI. KS. and DC. 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC, or New 
York, NY.) 

MC 106074 (Sub-87F). filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: B AND P MOTOR 
LINES, INC., Oakland Rd., and U.S. Hwy 
221 South, Forest City, NC 28043. 
Representative: Clyde W. Carver, P.O. 
Box 720434, Atlanta. GA 30328. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting foodstuff (except 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 

(1) from the facilities of Carnation 
Company at Kokomo, IN, to 
Chattanooga, TN, Mechanicsburg, PA, 
Elwood, KS, and Rochelle. IL, and (2) 
from the facilities used by Carnation 
Company at Chattanooga, TN, to points 
in NC and SC. (Hearing site: Chicago. 

IL, or Atlanta, GA.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 106074 (Sub-97F), filed February 

21.1979. Applicant: B AND P MOTOR 
LINES, INC., Oakland Rd.. and U.S. Hwy 
221 South. Forest City, NC 28043. 
Representative: Arlyn L Westergren. 
Suite 106, 7101 Mercy Rd., Omaha. NE 
68106. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) household appliances, 
and (2) parts and accessories for 
household appliances, from the facilities 
of The Maytag Company at Newton, LA, 
to points in NC, SC, VA. and WV. 
(Hearing site: Des Moines, IA. or 
Omaha. NE.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 111045 (Sub-163F). filed by 
February 22.1979. Applicant: REDWING 
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 428, Tampa, 
FL 33601. Representative: L. W. Fincher 
(same address as applicant). To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting sand, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Vassar, MI. 
to Albertville, AL. (Hearing site: 
Birmingham, AL.) 

MC 111274 (Sub-33F). filed December 
12.1978, previously published in the FR 
of March 27,1979. Applicant: 
SCHMIDGALL. TRANSFER INC., P.O. 
Box 356, Morton. IL 61550. 
Representative: Frederick C. Schmidgall 
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(same address as applicant.) To operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting natural gas 
engines, and materials used in the 
manufacture of natural gas engines, 
between Rockford, IL, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Denver, CO, Houston, 
TX, Tulsa, OK, Houma, LA, Baltimore, 
MD, and the port of entry on the 
international boundary line between the 
United States and Canada located at 
Sweetgrass, MT, under continuing 
contract(s) with MEP Industries, of 
Rockford. IL. (Hearing site: Chicago, or 
Springfield, IL.) 

Note.—Thi9 republication indicates the 
correct territorial description. 

MC 112304 (Sub-174F), filed February 

23,1979. Applicant: ACE DORAN 
HAULING & RIGGING CO., a 
corporation, 1601 Blue Rock St., 
Cincinnati. OH 45223. Representative: 
John D. Herbert (same address as 
applicant). To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) aluminum articles, from 
the facilities of Consolidated Aluminum 
Corp., at or near New Johnsonville, TN. 
to points in the United States (except 
AK and HI); and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture of aluminum articles 
(except commodities in bulk), in the 
reverse direction. (Hearing site: St. 

Louis. MO, or Washington, DC.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-175F). filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: ACE DORAN 
HAULING & RIGGING CO., a 
corporation. 1601 Blue Rock St., 
Cincinnati. OH 45223. Representative: 
Fred Schmits (same address as 
applicant). To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) iron and steel articles, 
from the facilities of Nucor Steel Co., at 
or near Jewett, TX, to points in AL, AR, 
GA. IL. IN. KS. KY, LA. MS, MO, NE. 

OH, OK, SC, and TN; and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture of iron and steel articles 
(except commodities in bulk), in the 
reverse direction. (Hearing site: Dallas 
or Houston. TX.) 

MC 112304 (Sub-18lF), filed February 

22.1979. Applicant: ACE DORAN 
HAULING & RIGGING CO.. 1601 Blue 
Rock St., Cincinnati, OH 45223. 
Representative: Fred Schmits (same 
address as applicant). To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting iron and 
steel articles, from the facilities of 
Simcote, Inc., at or near Newport. MN, 


to points in the United States (except 
AK and HI). (Hearing site: Minneapolis, 
MN, or Washington, DC.) 

MC 113325 (Sub-157F). filed February 

22.1979. Applicant: SLAY 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. INC., 
2001 South Seventh Street, St. Louis, MO 
63104. Representative: T. M. Tahan, 
(same address as applicant). Tq operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate and foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) 
Sweetners, in bulk, from the facilities of 
Industrial Sugars, Inc., at or near St. 
Louis, MO. to points in the United States 
(except AK and HI); and (2) materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of sweetners. in the 
reverse direction. (Hearing site: St. 

Louis, MO.) 

MC 113855 (Sub-473F), filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: INTERNATIONAL 
TRANSPORT. INC., 2450 Marion Rd., 

SE., Rochester, MN 55901. 
Representative: Michael E. Miller. 502 
First National Bank Bldg., Fargo, ND 
58126. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) prefabricated metal 
buildings, knocked down, and (2) parts 
and accessories used in the manufacture 
of the commodities in (1) above, from 
the facilities of Kirby Building Systems, 
at or near Spanish Fork, UT. to those 
points in the United States in and west 
of ND. SD, NE. CO. and NM (except UT, 
AK, and HI). (Hearing site: Salt Lake 
City. UT.) 

MC 114334 (Sub-48F), filed February 

15.1979. Applicant: BUILDERS 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a 
corporation, 3710 Tulane. Memphis, TN 
38116. Representative: Dale Woodall, 

900 Memphis Bank Building, Memphis, 
TN 38103. To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting foodstuffs, from Memphis, 
TN, to points in CA, OR, WA. and UT. 
(Hearing site: Memphis, TN.) 

MC 116004 (Sub-55F), filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: TEXAS 
OKLAHOMA EXPRESS. INC., P.O. Box 
47112, Dallas, TX 75247. Representative: 
Doris Hughes (same address as 
applicant). To operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
serving the facilities of Virden Lighting 
Corporation, at or near Durant, OK. as 
an off-route point in connection with 


carrier’s otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing site: Dallas. 
TX.) 

MC 117165 (Sub-54F), filed February 

22.1979. Applicant: ST. LOUIS 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., P.O. Box 2140. 
Michigan City, IN 46360. Representative: 
James M. Hodge, 1980 Financial Center, 
Des Moines. IA 50309. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) 
construction materials (except 
commodities in bulk), from the facilities 
of The Celotex Corporation, at or near 
(a) Dubuque, LA, (b) Quincy, Peoria, and 
Charleston, IL, (c) Lagro, IN. (d) 
Elizabethtown, KY, (e) L’Anse, MI, (f) 
Lockland and Port Clinton, OH, (g) 
Sunbury, PA, and (h) Chester, WV, to 
points in 1A, IL. IN, KY, MI, MN. MO, 
OH, PA, WI, and WV; and (2) materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of the commodities 
named in (1) above (except commodities 
in bulk), in the reverse direction. 
(Hearing site: Chicago. IL) 

MC 117574 (Sub-331F), filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: DAILY EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 39,1076 Harrisburg Pike, 
Carlisle, PA 17013. Representative: E. S. 
Moore, Jr. (same address as applicant). 
To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1 ) prefabricated log 
homes, (2) accessories for prefabricated 
log homes, and (3) materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture, 
distribution, and installation of 
prefabricated log homes (except 
commodities in bulk), from Hartland, . 
VT. to points in IL IN, KY, MD, MI, NC. 
OH, PA. VA, WV, WI. and DC. and 
those points in NY on and west of 
Interstate Hwy 81. (Hearing site: Boston, 
MA. or Washington. DC.) 

MC 118745 (Sub-23F), filed January 26, 
1979, previously noticed in the Federal 
Register issue of March 13.1979. 
Applicant: JOHN PFROMMER, INC.. 

P.O. Box 307, Douglassville, PA 19518. 
Representative: Theodore Polydoroff, 
Suite 301,1307 Dolley Madison 
Boulevard. McLean. VA 22101. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting petroleum coke, in bulk, in 
dump vehicles, from Paulsboro. NJ, to 
Alsen, NY, under continuing contract(s) 
with I.M.C. Carbon Products, division of 
International Minerals and Chemical 
Corp.. of Chicago, IL (Hearing site: 
Philadelphia, PA.) 
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Note.—This republication indicates that 
the applicant is a contract carrier, and 
modifies the equipment restriction. 

MC 119634'(Sub-32F). Filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: DICK IRVIN. INC., 
218 12th Avenue North, P.O. Box F. 

Shely, MT 59474. Representative: Mark 
A. Cole (same address as applicant). To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting steel bins, truck beds, 
construction pipe, and culvert, from 
Spokane. WA, to points in ID. MT, WY, 

ND, and SD. (Hearing site: Billings, MT. 
or Spokane, WA.) 

MC 119634 (Sub-33F). filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: DICK IRVIN. INC., 
218 12th Avenue North, P.O. Box F, 
Shelby, MT 59474. Representative: Mark 
A. Cole (same address as applicant). To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting agricultural chemicals, 
from St. Joseph. MO and points in IL, to 
Minot, ND and points in MT. (Hearing 
site: Great Falls or Billings, MT.) 

MC 119634 (Sub-34F), filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: DICK IRVIN, INC., 
218 12th Avenue North, P.O. Box F, 
Shelby. MT 59474. Representative: Mark 
A. Cole (same address as applicant). To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting catalysts, in bulk, between 
points in MT and WY, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, those points in the 
United States in and west of MN. IA. 

MO. AR. and LA (except AK and HI)- 
(Hearing site: Billings or Great Falls, 
MT.) 

MC 120364 (Sub-18F), filed February 

26,1979. Applicant: A & B FREIGHT 
LINE, INC., 2800 Falund St.. Rockford, IL 
61109. Representative: Robert M. Kaske 
(same address as applicant). To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting general 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), 
between Edgerton, Stoughton, and 
Madison, WI, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Chicago, Elizabeth. Savanna, 
Mundelein, Round Lake, Woodbine. 
Apple River, Waukegan, Hanover, 
Galena, and Scales Mound, IL, and 
those points in IL bounded by a line 
beginning at the IL-WI State line, then 
along IL Hwy 78 to IL Hwy 88, then 
along IL Hwy 88 to junction IL Hwy 92, 
then along IL Hwy 92 to junction U.S. 


Hwy 34, then along U.S. Hwy 34 to 
junction IL Hwy 59. then along IL Hwy 
59 to junction IL Hwy 83. then along IL 
Hwy 83 to the IL-Wl State line, then 
along the IL-Wl State line to point of 
beginning. (Hearing site: Madison. WI.) 

MC 123075 (Sub-32F), filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: SHUPE & YOST, 
INC., North U.S. 85 Bypass, Greeley. CO 
80631. Representative: Stuart L. 

Poelman, 700 Continental Bank Bldg., 

Salt Lake City. UT 84101. To operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, ewer 
irregular routes, transporting salt and 
salt products, from Lake Point, UT, to 
points in CO, WY, NE. ND. and SD. 
under continuing contract(s) with Leslie 
Salt Company, of Salt Lake City, UT. 
(Hearing site: Salt Lake City. UT.) 

MC 123255 (Sub-201 F), Bled February 

28.1979. Applicant: B & L MOTOR 
FREIGHT. INC., 1984 Coffman Rd.. 
Newark, OH 43055. Representative: C. F. 
Schnee, Jr.. 1984 Coffman Rd.. Newark, 
OH 43055. To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting borate rock, in bulk, from 
Money Point, VA to Barrington, N). 
(Hearing site: Columbus. OH.) 

MC 123685 (Sub-27F). filed February 

22.1979. Applicant: PEOPLES 
CARTAGE, INC., P.O. Box 539, 
Massillon. OH 44646. Representative: 
James W. Muldoon. 50 West Broad 
Street, Columbus. OH 43215. To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting foodstuffs, 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
Rossford, OH, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in IN. KY, MI. NY, PA. 
and WV. (Hearing site: Columbus, OH, 
or Washington, DC.) 

MC 125894 (Sub-12F), filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: J & R SCHUGEL 
TRUCKING. INC.. 301 North Water 
Street. New Ulm, MN 56073. 
Representative: Robert S. Lee. 1000 First 
National Bank, Minneapolis. MN 55402. 
To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting feed and feed ingredients 
(a) from Minneapolis, MN, to Centralia, 
MO, Fremont and Gothenburg, NE. and 
Corson and Huron, SD, (b) from 
Chicago, IL, to Mankato. MN, Fremont 
and Gothenburg. NE. and Corson and 
Huron, SD, and (c) from Montpelier, IA, 
to Mankato. MN, Centralia, MO, 
Gothenburg. NE. and Corson and Huron, 
SD. (Hearing site: Kansas City, MO. or 
Minneapolis, MN.) 

Note. —Dual operations may be involved. 


MC 129184 (Sub-15F), filed February 

25.1979. Applicant: KENNETH L 
KELLAR. Box 449, Blaine. WA 98230. 
Representative: Michael D. 

Duppenthaler, 211 South Washington 
St., Seattle, WA 98104. To operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting liquors and 
cigarettes, from the ports of entry the 
international boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, at or near 
Champlain, NY. to West Palm Beach. FL, 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Exports Inc., of Blaine. WA. (Hearing 
site: Seattle, WA.) 

MC 133095 (Sub-241F), filed February 

22.1979. Applicant: TEXAS- 
CONTINENTAL EXPRESS, INC., 2603 
W. Euless Blvd., P.O. Box 434, Euless, 

TX 76039. Representative: James W. 
Hightower. First Continental Bank Bldg., 
Suite 301, 5801 Marvin D. Love Freeway. 
Dallas, TX 75237. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting rubber 
tires and rubber tubes, between points 
in the United States (except AK and HI), 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at or destined to the facilities 
of Southeast Tire. Inc. (Hearing site: 
Dallas, TX.) 

MC 134105 (Sub-47F), filed February 

21.1979. Applicant: CELERYVALE 
TRANSPORT, INC., 1318 East 23rd 
Street, Chattanooga, TN 37404. 
Representative: Daniel O. Hands, Suite 
200, 205 West Touhy Avenue, Park 
Ridge. IL 60068. To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1 )gum dispensaries and 
(2) confectionery (except in bulk), in 
vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, from the facilities of Leaf 
Confectionery, Inc., at Chicago, IL, to 
points in CO, IA. KS. MI. and NE, 
restricted to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the named origin facilities 
and destined to the indicated 
destinations. (Hearing site: Chicago, IL.) 

MC 134134 (Sub-38F), filed February 
26, 1979. Applicant: MAINLINER 
MOTOR EXPRESS. INC., 4202 Dahlman 
Ave., Omaha. NE 68107. Representative: 
James F. Crosby. P.O. Box 37205, 

Omaha, NE 68137. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting foodstuffs, 
from the facilities of Douglas Foods 
Service. Inc., at or near Johnson City 
and Binghamton, NY. to points in OH. 
MI, IN, IL, MO, KS. IA, NE. ND, SD, WI, 
MN, and TN. restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
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ihe named origin facilities and destined 
to the indicated destinations. (Hearing 
site: Chicago, IL, or New York, NY.) 

MC 134134 (Sub-40F), filed February 
26. 1979. Applicant: MA1NLINER 
MOTOR EXPRESS. INC.. 4202 Dahlman 
Ave., Omaha. NE 68107. Representative: 
James F. Crosby. P.O. Box 37205. 

Omaha, NE 68137. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting frozen 
beef, from the facilities of Jason’s Foods. 
Inc., at or near Chicago. IL, to the 
facilities of Campbell Soup Co., at 
Omaha, NE, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the named origin and destined to the 
indicated destination. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 

MC 134405 (Sub-64F), filed February 
22, 1979. Applicant: BACON 
TRANSPORT COMPANY, a 
Corporation. P.O. Box 1134, Ardmore, 
OK 73401. Representative: Wilburn L. 
Williamson, Suite 615-East, The Oil 
Center, 2601 Northwest Expressway. 
Oklahoma City, OK 73112. To operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting sand , in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from points in 
Johnston County, OK. to points in AR. 
CO, KS, LA, MS, MT, NM, TX, and WY. 
(Hearing site: Oklahoma City, OK.) 

MC 135524 (Sub-14F), filed January 29. 
1979. Applicant: G. F. TRUCKING 
COMPANY, a Corporation. P.O. Box 
229,1028 West Rayen Avenue. 
Youngstown, OH 44501. Representative: 
George Fedorisin, 912 Salt Springs Rd., 
Youngstown. OH 44509. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting dry animal 
feed (except in bulk), between the 
facilities of Sunshine Feed Mills. Inc., at 
or near (a) Red Bay. AL, and (b) Tupelo, 
MS, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in CT, DE. IL. IN. IA, KY, ME, 

MD, MA, MI. MN, MO. NIL NJ. NY. NC, 
OH. PA. RI, SC, VT. VA, WV. Wl. and 
DC. (Hearing site: Columbus, OH, or 
Tupelo, MS.) 

MC 135684 (Sub-89F), filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: BASS 
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC.. P.O. 

Box 391, Old Croton Rd.. Flemington. NJ 
08822. Representative: Herbert Alan 
Dubin, 1320 Fenwick Lane, Silver Spring, 
MD 20910. To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in or used by grocery and food 
business houses (except commodities in 
bulk), between points in the United 


States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Washington, DC, or St. Louis, MO.) 

MC 136605 (Sub-93F). filed February 

23,1979. Applicant: DAVIS BROS. 

DIST., INC., P.O. Box 8058. Missoula. 

MT 59807. Representative: Allen P. 

Felton (same address as applicant). To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting lumber, lumber products, 
wood products, and forest products, 
from points in MT. to points in ND, SD, 

MN, WL IL. CA. NE, KS. MO. IA, UT. 
WY. NM. NV. TX. OK. and CO. (Hearing 
site: Billings. MT.) 

MC 136635 (Sub-14F), filed February 

23,1979. Applicant: UNIVERSAL 
CARTAGE, INC., P.O. Box 2769, South 
Bend, IN 46680. Representative: Donald 
W. Smith, P.O. Box 40248, Indianapolis. 
IN 46240. To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) paper, and paper 
products, and (2) materials and supplies 
used in the manufacture of paper and 
paper products, between the facilities of 
Weston Paper & Manufacturing 
Company at Terre Haute. IN, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in IL and 

MO. Condition: The person or persons 
who appear to be engaged in common 
control must either file an application 
under Section 11343(a) (formerly Section 
5(2) of the Interstate Commerce Act), or 
submit an affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 138104 (Sub-70F), filed February 
23, 1979. Applicant: MOORE 
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., 3509 N. 
Grove St., Forth Worth, TX 76106. 
Representative: Bernard H. English, 6270 
Firth Rd.. Fort Worth, TX 76116. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) bentonite and lignite, 
(except commodities in bulk), from the 
facilities of American Colloid Co., in (a) 
Phillips County, MT, (b) Crook, Big 
Horn, and Weston Counties, WY, and 
(c) Butte County, SD, to points in AR. 

KS. LA, OK, and TX; and (2) Lignite 
(except in bulk), from the facilities of 
American Colloid Co., in Bowman 
County, ND. to points in AR, KS, LA, 

OK. and TX; and (3) paper bags, from 
points in AR. to the facilities of 
American Colloid Co., in (a) Phillips 
County. MT, (b) Crook, Big Horn, and 
Weston Counties, WY. (c) Butte County, 
SD, and (d) Bowman County, ND. 
(Hearing site: Fort Worth or Dallas. TX.) 


MC 138875 (Sub-147F). filed February 

27.1979. Applicant: SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING COMPANY, a corporation, 
11900 Franklin Rd.. Boise. ID 83705. 
Representative: F L. Stgloh (same 
address as applicant) To operate as a 
common earner, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of mobile homes and 
recreational vehicles (except 
commodities in bulk), from points in OH, 
to points in ID. OR, and WA. restricted 
to the transportation of traffic 
originating at the indicated origins and 
destined to the indicated destinations. 
(Hearing site: Boise, ID. or Washington, 
DC.) 

MC 140665 (Sub-47F). filed February 
26, 1979. Applicant: PRIME. INC., Route 
1. Box 115-B, Urbana. MO 65767. 
Representative: Clayton Geer, P.O. Box 
786, Ravenna. Ol 1 44266. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
department, hardware, drug, and food 
stores (except commodities in bulk), 
from the facilities of The Drackett 
Company, at or near (a) Dayton, OH and 
(b) Nashville TN. to points in AZ. CA, 
ID. MT. NV, OR UT. and WA. (Hearing 
site: Columbus. OH. or Washington. 

DC.) 

MC 141124 (Sub-39F). filed February 

16.1979. Applicant: EVANGELIST 
COMMERCIAL CORPORATION, P.O. 
Box 15000, Wilmington, DE 19850. 
Representative: Boyd B. Ferris, 50 West 
Broad St.. Columbus, OH 43215. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (11 such commodities as are 
dealt in or used by manufacturers of 
floors, floor covering, and wall covering 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
(a) ports of entry on the international 
boundary line between the United 
States and Mexico m CA, and (b) City of 
Industry and Monrovia. CA, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
United States (except AK and HI): and 
(2) such commodities as are dealt in or 
used by manufacturers and convertors 
of paper and paper products (except 
commodities in bulk), between Morris 
and St. Charles IL. on the one hand, 
and. on the other points in NY. (Hearing 
site: Columbus. OH. or Los Angeles, 

CA.) 

MC 141774 (Sub-20F), filed February 
26, 1979. Applicant; R 8c L TRUCKING 
CO., INC., 105 Rocket Ave., Opelika, AL 
36801. Representative: Robert E. Tate, 
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P.O. Box 517. Evergreen, AL 36401. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) plastic articles, (a) from 
points in Lawrence County, TN. to 
points in FL, AL, KY, MS, AR. and those 
in GA on and south of U.S. Hwy 80. and 
(b) from the facilities used by Bes-Pak & 
Company, Inc., in Montgomery County, 
AL, to points in NC. SC, and IN; and (2) 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
plastic articles, (except commodities in 
bulk, in tank vehicles), in the reverse 
direction. (Hearing site: Nashville. TN, 
or Atlanta, GA.) 

Note.—Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 141804 (Sub-186F). Filed February 

23,1979. Applicant: WESTERN 
EXPRESS, division of Interstate Rental, 
Inc., P.O. Box 3488. Ontario, CA 91761. 
Representative: Frederick ). Coffman 
(same address as applicant). To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting alcoholic 
beverages (except in bulk), from those 
points in the United States in and east of 
MN. 1A, MO, AR, and LA, to points in 
NV, AZ. and CA. (Hearing site: Los 
Angeles or San Francisco, CA.) 

MC 141804 (Sub-187F), filed February 

23,1979. Applicant: WESTERN 
EXPRESS, division of INTERSTATE 
RENTAL, INC., P.O. Box 3488, Ontario, 
CA 91761. Representative: Frederick J. 
Coffman (same address as applicant). 

To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) electrical appliances. 
and electrical transmission and 
receiving equipment, and (2) parts and 
accessories for the commodities named 
in (1) above, (a) from Jefferson City and 
Greenville, TN, to points in WA, OR, 

CA. MT. ID. UT, NV. AZ, NM. CO, WY. 
and TX. and (b) from points in CA, to 
points in the United States in and east of 

MN. LA, MO, AR, and LA. (Hearing site: 
Los Angeles or San Francisco. CA.) 

MC 141804 (Sub-188F), filed February 

23,1979. Applicant: WESTERN 
EXPRESS, division of INTERSTATE 
RENTAL, INC., P.O. Box 3488, Ontario, 
CA 91761. Representative: Frederick J. 
Coffman (same address as applicant). 

To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate of foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting tobacco products, from 
Greensboro. NC, and Louisville, KY, to 
Denver. CO, and points in TX. OK, KS. 

NE, SD, ND. MN. LA. WI. IL. MS, and 
AR. (Hearing site: Los Angeles or San 
Francisco, CA.) 


MC 141804 (Sub-189F), filed February 

23,1979. Applicant: WESTERN 
EXPRESS, division of INTERSTATE 
RENTAL. INC.. P.O. Box 3488. Ontario, 
CA 91761. Representative: Frederick J. 
Coffman (same address as applicant). 

To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting electrical sending and 
receiving equipment, electrical 
recording equipment, calculators, 
computing machines, loudspeakers, 
television games, and electronic toys, 

(1) from Edison. NJ, to Indianapolis, IN, 
Louisville, KY, Cleveland, Cincinnati, 
Columbus, Dayton, and Perrysburg, OH, 
Billings. MT, St. Louis, MO. Houston, 
and Dallas, TX, Chattanooga, Nashville, 
Knoxville, and Memphis. TN, Cicero and 
Peoria. IL. Lenexa. KS. Little Rock, AR, 
Shreveport, LA, Birmingham. AL, 

Denver, CO, Albuquerque, NM, and 
points in WA. OR, ID, NV. CA. AZ. and 
UT, and (2) from Nogales, AZ. to points 
in NJ. (Hearing site: Los Angeles or San 
Francisco, CA.) 

MC 141804 (Sub-190F), Filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: WESTERN 
EXPRESS, division of INTERSTATE 
RENTAL, INC., P.O. Box 3488, Ontario, 
CA 91761. Representative: Frederick J. 
Coffman (same address as applicant). 

To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) bathroom fixtures, and 

(2) parts and accessories for bathroom 
fixtures, from Algoma. Wl, to El Paso, 
TX, and points in CA, OR. WA. AZ, NV, 
ID, UT, CO. and NM. (Hearing site: Los 
Angeles or San Francisco, CA.) 

MC 141804 (Sub-191F), Filed February 

26.1979. Applicant: WESTERN 
EXPRESS, division of INTERSTATE 
RENTAL. INC., P.O. Box 3488, Ontario. 
CA 91761. Representative: Frederick J. 
Coffman (same address as applicant). 

To operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting welding rods, welding wire, 
metal alloys, castings, powder, welding 
compounds, electric welders, and parts 
for electric welders, (a) from City of 
Industry and Santa Fe Springs, CA, to 
points in WA, OR, ID, MT, ND, and NV, 
and (b) from points in TX, WA, and NV, 
to the origins in (a) above, restricted in 
(a) and (b) above to the transportation 
of traffic originating at or destined to the 
facilities of Stoody Company. (Hearing 
site: Los Angeles or San Francisco. CA.) 

MC 141914 (Sub-51F), Filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: FRANKS & SON. 
INC., Route 1, Box 108-A, Big Cabin, OK 
74332. Representative: Kathrena J. 


Franks (same address as applicant). To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in or used by manufacturers and 
distributors of marine engines (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 
facilities of Mercury Marine. Division of 
Brunswick Corporation, at or near 
Stillwater, OK. on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI). (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 

MC 142715 (Sub-25F), Filed February 

22.1979. Applicant: LENERTZ, INC., 

8425 Hudson Road, Lake Elmo, MN 
55042. Representative: Andrew R. Clark, 
1000 First National Bank, Minneapolis, 
MN 55402. To operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, in interstate or 
foreign commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting meats, meat products and 
meat by-products, and articles 
distributed by meat-packing houses as 
described in Sections A and C of 
Appendix 1 to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
209 and 766. (except hides, and 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from South St. Paul, MN. to points in IL, 
MI. WI, NY, NJ, and MA. (Hearing site: 
St. Paul, MN.) 

MC 143775 (Sub-69F), filed February 

23.1979. Applicant: PAUL YATES. INC., 
6601 West Orangewood, Glendale. AZ 
85301. Representative: Michael R. Burke 
(same address as applicant). To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) toilet 
preparations, razor blades, and razor 
blade frames, and (2) materials and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of the commodities in (1) 
above, in vehicles equipped with 
mechanical refrigeration, from Verona, 
VA, to Los Angeles and San Francisco, 
CA, Chicago, IL, Dallas and Houston, 
TX, and Seattle. WA. (Hearing site: 
Washington, DC.) 

Note.— Dual operations may be involved. 

MC 145195 (Sub-2F), filed February 23. 
1979. Applicant: DEEJAY 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
651, Horace, ND 58047. Representative: 
Charles E. Johnson, 418 East Rosser 
Ave., P.O. Box 1982, Bismarch, ND 
58501. To operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (1) truck gravel boxes, 
dump truck hoists, truck axles, truck 
supsension systems, and iron and steel 
articles, and (2) parts and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the commodities in (1) above, from 
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points in the United States (except AK 
and HI), to the facilities of the Red River 
Manufacturing, at or near West Fargo, 
ND. (Hearing site: Fargo, ND. or St. Paul. 
MN.) 

MC 145525 (Sub-3F), filed February 23. 
1979. Applicant: ERIEVIEW CARTAGE. 
INC.. 100 Erieview Plaza. P.O. Box 6977, 
Cleveland, OH 44144. Representative: E. 
STEPHEN HEISLEY. 805 McLachlen 
Bank Building. 666 Eleventh Street, NW, 
Washington. DC 20001. To operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) electric 
cables and aluminum articles, and (2) 
materials, equipment, and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
the commodities in (1) above (except 
commodities in bulk), between the 
facilities of Alcan Aluminum 
Corporation at or near Williamsport, 

PA. on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract(s) 
with Alcan Aluminum Corp., of 
Cleveland. OH. (Hearing site: Cleveland, 
OH.) 

MC 145974 (Sub-2F). filed February 27, 
1979. Applicant: HIDATCO, INC.. P.O. 
Box 356, New Town. ND 58763. 
Representative: William L. Fairbank, 
1980 Financial Center. Des Moines, IA 
50309. To operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting lumber, lumber products, 
and wood products, from Minneapolis, 
MN, and points in CA. ID. MT. OR. and 
WA, to points in MN. ND. and SD, under 
continuing contracts(s) with Canton 
Redwood Sales, Canton Lumber Sales, 
and Canton Redwood Yard, all of 
Minneapolis. MN. and Hidatco, Inc., of 
New Town. ND. (Hearing site: Fargo, 

ND. or St. Paul. MN.) 

MC 146275F. (filed February 8). 1979. 
Applicant: CHARLES G. BITTICK, d.b.a. 
STAR TRANSPORT, 1030 North Grove 
Street, Unit J, Anaheim, CA 92806. 
Representative: Charles G. Bittick, 

(same address as applicant). To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting (1) trailers 
designed to be drawn by passenger 
automobiles, and buildings, in sections, 
mounted on wheeled undercarriages, 
and (2) materials, and supplies used in 
the installation of the commodities in (1) 
above, between points in Los Angeles, 
Riverside. Orange and San Bernardino 
Counties, CA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in AZ and NV. (Hearing 
site: Los Angeles, CA.) 

MC 146474F, (filed February 16), 1979. 
Applicant: GENDA TRUCKING, INC., 


4020 West 24th St.. Chicago. IL 60623. 
Representative: Arnold L. Burke, 180 
North LaSalle St., Chicago. IL 60601. To 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting (l)(a) furniture, fixtures, 
and institutional equipment, and (b) 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture, and distribution of 
commodities in (a) above, between 
Chicago, IL, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contracts(s) with B. Brody Seating 
Company, of Chicago. IL; (2)(a) 
institutional fixtures, institutional 
equipment, and institutional supplies, 
and (b) materials and supplies used in 
the installation of the commodities in 
(2)(a) above, between the facilities of 
Packerland Woodworking, a division of 
the Capitol Companies. Inc., at or near 
(i) Peshtigo, WI and (ii) Chicago, IL; on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States (except AK and HI), 
continuing contract(s) with The Capitol 
Companies. Inc., of Arlington Heights, 

IL; (3)(a) furniture, furniture parts and 
furniture supplies, between Dalton. IL. 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except AK 
and HI), under continuing contract(s) 
with United Midwest Furniture Corp.. of 
Dalton. IL; (4) (a) restaurant fixtures and 
restaurant equipment, and (b) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture of the commodities named 
in (4)(a) above, between Mt. Prospect, IL 
and Bristol, WI, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Illinois Range 
Company, of Mt. Prospect, IL; and (5) 
restaurant equipment, restaurant 
supplies, institutional equipment, and 
institutional supplies, (a) between New 
Troy, MI, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Stanley Knight Corp., of 
New Troy, Ml, and (b) between points in 
Ml and IL, on the one hand. and. on the 
other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), under continuing 
contract(s) with Brozek Equipment 
Company, of Chicago. IL (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 

MC 146475F, (filed February 22), 1979. 
Applicant: FJTELS TOWING SERVICE, 
INC., 7163 Harrisburg Pike. Orient, OH 
43146. Representative: Gerald P. 
Wadkowski, 85 East Gay Street, 
Columbus. OH 43215. To operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, in 
interstate or foreign commerce, over 
irregular routes, transporting wrecked, 


disabled, and repossessed motor 
vehicles, and replacement vehicles for 
such commodities, by the use of wrecker 
equipment only, between points in OH, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in II., IN. KY, ML PA, TN. and 
WV. (Hearing site: Columbus. OH.) 

MC 147124F, (filed February 15), 1979. 
Applicant: JIMMIE GORDON SETTLES, 
d.b.a. SETTLES TRUCKING COMPANY, 
P.O. Box 193. Allen, KY 41601. 
Representative: Herbert D. Liebman, 

P.O. Box 478, Frankfort. KY 40602. To 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, in interstate or foreign 
commerce, over irregular routes, 
transporting silica sand, in bulk, in 
dump trailer, (a) from Ottawa, Utica, 
and Welden, IL. to the facilities of 
Dowell Division of Dow Chemical 
U.S.A., at (a) Glenville and Beckley, 

WV. (b) Wooster and Newark, OH. (c) 
Corry and Black Lick. PA, and (d) 
Prestonsburg, KY. (b) from the facilities 
of Dowell Division of Dow Chemical 
U.S.A., at Prestonsburg, KY. to the 
facilities of Dowell Division of Dow 
Chemical U.S.A., at Glenville and 
Beckley, WV. (Hearing site: Lexington or 
Frankfort, KY.) 

MC 1515 (Sub-261 F), filed February 23, 
1979. Applicant: GREYHOUND LINES, 
INC., Greyhound Tower, Phoenix, AZ 
85077. Representative: W. L McCracken 
(same address as applicant). To operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
in interstate or foreign commerce, over 
regular routes, transporting passengers 
and their baggage and express and 
newspapers in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between Buffalo, NY and 
junction NY Hwy 78 and NY Hwy 324, 
from Buffalo over NY Hwy 33 to junction 
Genesee St., then over Genesee St. to 
junction NY Hwy 78, then over NY Hwy 
78 to junction NY Hwy 324, and return 
over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. (Hearing site: 
Buffalo, NY.) 

|FR Doc. 79-19279 Filed 6-20-79: 8.45 nm] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-14 
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Sunshine Act Meetings 


Federal Register 
Vol. 44, No. 121 
Thursday. June 21, 1979 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act* *’ (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 

552b(e)(3). 


CONTENTS 


Federal Deposit Insurance Corpora¬ 
tion . . . 

Federal Election Commission. 

Foreign Claims Settlement Commis¬ 


sion ... 

Mine Safety and Health Federal 


Review Commission. 

Nuclear Regulatory Commission.. 

National Transportation Safety Board.. 


Items 

1 

2.3 

5 

4 

6. 7 
8 


notice of the meeting was practicable; 
and that the meeting could be closed to 
public observation pursuant to 
subsections (c)(8) and (c)(9)(A)(ii) of the 
“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5 
U.S.C. 552b (c)(8) and (c)(9)(A)(ii)), since 
the public interest did not require 
consideration of the matter in a meeting 
open to public observation. 

Dated: June 15,1979. 

Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 

Hoyle L. Robinson, 

Executive Secretary. 

(S-1228-79 Filed 6-19-79: 9:01 am) 

BILLING CODE 6714-01-M 


2 


Classification actions. 

Routine administrative matters. 

Portions closed to the public; 

Any matters not concluded on June 28 and 
June 27. 

PERSON TO CONTACT FOR INFORMATION: 

Mr. Fred S. Eiland, Public Information 
Officer, Telephone: 202-523-4065. 
Marjorie W. Emmons, 

Secretary to the Commission . 

(S-1232 Filed 9-19-79; 3:40 pm] 

BILUNG CODE 6715-01-11 


FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION. 
FEDERAL REGISTER NO.: FR-S-1189. 


1 

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 

Notice of Agency Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of 
subsection (e)(2) of the "Government in 
the Sunshine Act” (5 U.S.C. 552b(e)(2)) f 
notice is hereby given that at 5:20 p.m. 
on Thursday, June 14,1979, the Board of 
Directors of the Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation met in closed 
session, by telephone conference call, to 
(1) accept sealed bids for the purchase 
of certain assets of and the assumption 
of the deposit liabilities of Southern 
National Bank, Birmingham, Alabama, 
which was closed by the Comptroller of 
the Currency as of the close of business 
on June 14,1979; (2) accept the highest 
bid for the transaction submitted by the 
newly-chartered Exchange National 
Bank of Birmingham. Birmingham. 
Alabama; (3) provide such Financial 
assistance, pursuant to section 13(e) of 
the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (12 
U.S.C. 1823(e)), as was necessary to 
effect the purchase and assumption 
transaction; and (4) appoint a liquidator 
for such of the assets of the closed bank 
as were not purchased by Exchange 
National Bank of Birmingham. 

In calling the meeting, the Board 
determined, on motion of Director 
William M. Isaac (Appointive), 
seconded by Mr. Paul M. Homan, acting 
in the place and stead of Director John 
G. Heimann (Comptroller of the 
Currency), concurred in by Chairman 
Irvine H. Sprague, that Corporation 
business required its consideration of 
the matter on less than seven days' 
notice to the public; that no earlier 


FEDERAL ELECTION COMMISSION. 

DATE AND TIME: Tuesday, June 26,1979, 
at 10 a.m. 

place: 1325 K Street, N.W.. Washington, 
D.C. 

status: This meeting will be closed to 
the public. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Compliance, Personnel, Labor/ 
management relations. 

* * * 

DATE AND time: Wednesday, June 27, 
1979, at 10 a.m. 

STATUS: This meeting will be closed to 
the public. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Compliance, Personnel, Labor/ 
management relations. 


DATE and TIME: Thursday, June 28,1979, 
at 10 a.m. 

status: Portions of this meeting will be 
open to the public and portions will be 
closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Setting of dates for future meetings. 
Correction and approval of minutes. 
Advisory opinions: 

AO 1979-15—David G. Colman, Counsel, 
Independent bisurance Agents of America 
(National Agents PAC). 

AO 1979-29— Ronald D. Eastman, General 
Counsel, DNC. 

Thresholds for review of presidential 
disclosure reports. 

Recommendations for reducing RAD 
backlogs. 

1980 elections and related matters. 
Convention financing regulations. 

Pending legislation. 

Appropriations and budget. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED DATE AND TIME: 

Thursday, June 21,1979 at 10 a.m. 

CHANGE in MEETING: The following item 
has t}6en added to the open portion of 
the meeting: Proposal for audit review 
board. 

PERSON TO CONTACT FOR INFORMATION: 

Mr. Fred S. Eiland, Public Information 
Officer, Telephone: 202-523-4065. 
Marjorie W. Emmons, 

Secretary to the Commission . 

[S-1227-79 Filed 8-19-79; 9:01 am] 

BILLING CODE 6715-01-M 


4 

FEDERAL MINE SAFETY AND HEALTH 
REVIEW COMMISSION. 

June 19,1979. 

TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., June 21,1979. 

place: Room 600,1730 K Street NW.. 
Washington, D.C. 

status: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

The Commission will consider and act 
upon the following: 

4. Secretary of Labor v. Kentland- 
Elkhom Coal Corporation, PIKE 78-399 
(Motion to intervene by UMWA). 

It was determined by unanimous vote 
of the Commissioners that Commission 
business required that this item be 
added to the June 21,1979 agenda and 
that no earlier announcement of the 
change was possible. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 

information: Joanne Kelley, 202-653- 
5632. 

IS-1233-79 Filed 6-19-79; 3:42 pm) 

BILUNG CODE 6820-12-11 
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FOREIGN CLAIMS SETTLEMENT 
COMMISSION. 

F.C.S.C. Meeting Notice No. 6-79; 
Notice of meetings; Announcement in 
regard to Commission meetings and 
hearings. 

The Foreign Claims Settlement 
Commission, pursuant to its regulations 
(45 CFR Part 504), and the Government 
in the Sunshine Act (5 U.S.C. 552b), 
hereby gives notice in regard to the 
scheduling of open meetings and oral 
hearings for the transaction of 
Commission business and other matters 
specified, as follows: 

Date. Time, and Subject Matter 

Tuesday. July 3,1979, at 10:30 a.m.— 

Consideration of decisions involving claims 
of American Citizens against the German 
Democratic Republic. 

Wednesday, July 11.1979, at 10:30 a.m.— 
Consideration of decisions involving claims 
of American Citizens against the German 
Democratic Republic. 

Wednesday, July 18,1979, at 10:30 a.m.— 
Consideration of decisions involving claims 
of American Citizens against the German 
Democratic Republic. 

Wednesday, July 25.1979, at 10:30 a.m.— 
Consideration of decisions involving claims 
of American Citizens against the German 
Democratic Republic. 

Monday, July 9,1979. at 2:30 p.m. Oral 
hearing on objections to decision issued 
under the German Democratic Republic 
Claims Program: G-2411—Hans 
Wachsberger. 

Subject matter listed above, not 
disposed of at the scheduled meeting, 
may be carried over to the agenda of the 
following meeting. 

All meeting are held at the Foreign 
Claims Settlement Commission, 1111 
20th Street, N.W.. Washington. D.C. 
Requests for information, or advance 
notices of intention to observe a 
meeting, may be directed to: Executive 
Director. Foreign Claims Settlement 
Commission, 1111 20th Street. N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20579. Telephone: 

(202) 653-6155. 

Dated at Washington. D.C on June 14,1979. 
Francis T. Masterson, 

Executive Director. 

jS-1229-79 Piled 6-19-79:1:45 pm) 

BILLING COOE 6770-01-41 


6 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION. 
TIME AND date: June 19,1979. 

place: Chairman’s Conference Room, 
1717 H Street NW„ Washington, D.C. 

status: Closed. 


matters to be considered: 

Tuesday, June 19.11:30 a.m. 

Briefing by Executive Branch—Advice on 
Exports (Approximately 1 hour—closed— 
exemption 1). 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Roger Tweed (202) 634- 
1410. 

Roger M. Tweed, 

Off ice of the Secretary. 

June 18. 1979. 

[S-1230-7* 6-20-7*. 2:02 am) 

BILLING COOE 75*0-01-44 


7 

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION. 

TIME AND DATE: June 25.1979. 

PLACE: Commissioner’s Conference 
Room, 1717 H Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 

STATUS: Open and closed. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

Monday. June 25. 9:30 a.m. 

1. Briefing on Naval Reactor Operator 
Training (approximately 1 Vt hours—open/ 
closed status to be determined—tentative): or 

1. Recommendations on Operational Data 
Analysis and Evaluation for Nuclear Power 
Plants (Task force report—approximately 1 
hour—public meeting—tentative). 

2. Presentation by TVA on Safety Report 
(approximately 1 hour—public meeting). 

Monday. June 25.1:30 p.m. 

1, Briefing on TMI Lessons Learned Status 
Report (approximately 2 hours—public 
meeting). 

2. Discussion of Personnel Matter 
(approximately 1 hour—closed—exemption 
6 ). 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
information: Walter Magee. (202) 834- 
1410. 

Roger M. Tweed, 

Office of the Secretary. 

June 18,1979. 

(S-1231-79 Filed 6-19-79, 2*1 pm) 

BILLING COOE 7S90-01-W 


8 

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD. 

time and date: 9 a.m., Thursday. June 
28,1979. [NM-79-20] 

PLACE: NTSB BOARD ROOM, NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD, 800 
INDEPENDENCE AVENUE, S.W., 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20594. 

STATUS: Open. 

MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 

1. Aircraft Accident Report —Antilles Air 
Boats. Inc.. Grumman G21A, N7777V, St. 
Thomas. V. I., September 2,1978. 

2. Special Study —Noncompliance with 
Hazardous Materials Regulations. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
information: Sharon Flemming, 202- 
472-6022. 

June 18.1979. 

(S-1237-79 Filed 6-20-79:1016 am| 

BILLING COOE 4910-58-41 
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

Federal Railroad Administration 

49 CFR Part 265 

(Docket No. 79-905J 

Nondiscrimination in Federally 
Assisted Railroad Programs; Minority 
Business Enterprise 

agency: Federal Railroad 
Administration (FRA). Department of 
Transportation (DOT). 
action: Notice of emergency 
rulemaking. 


Summary: The amendments to part 265 
would establish a new definition of 
minority business enterprise (MBE) and 
provide guidance in establishing 
whether a business is an MBE. 

DATES: Effective date: June 21,1979. 
Submit comments by August 20.1979. 
Comments received after that date will 
be considered so far as possible. 

address: These amendments may be 
changed in light of written comments. 
Written comments should identify the 
docket number and must be submitted 
in triplicate to the Docket Clerk, Office 
of Chief Counsel, Federal Railroad 
Administration (Trans Point Building), 
2100 Second Street, SW., Washington. 
D.C. 20590. All comments received will 
be available for examination by 
interested persons in Room 4406 of the 
Trans Point Building. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Principal Authors 

Principal Attorney: Rufus S. Watson. 
Jr., Office of Chief Counsel, Federal 
Railroad Administration, 2100 Second 
Street, SW.. Washington, D.C. 20590, 
(202) 472-5312. 

Principal Policy Person: Miles 
Washington, Minority Business 
Resource Center, Federal Railroad 
Administration, 400 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590, (202) 426-2852. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

Experience in the administration of 
part 265 has shown an urgent need to 
modify the definition of MBE and to 
provide guidance in establishing the 
eligibility of MBEs. FRA has received 
numerous questions as to whether 
particular firms are MBEs within the 
meaning of this part. In addition, 
minority businesses in the Chicago, 
Illinois area have complained to FRA 
that railroads in that area which have 
received financial assistance subject to 


part 265 have not lived up to their 
affirmative action obligations. These 
businesses alleged that awards of 
contracts by the Chicago railroads were 
being made to "MBEs” which met the 
literal requirements of part 285 but not 
the spirit and intent of this part. 

The Minority Business Resource 
Center, in investigating the procurement 
practices of the Chicago area railroads 
subject to part 265, found that these 
railroads were awarding approximately 
80% of their MBE awards to businesses 
for which ownership had been 
transferred but control retained by non¬ 
minority persons. Many of such firms 
had prior contractual relationships with 
these railroads on a non-MBE basis. 
Clearly the intent of part 265 had been 
subverted. 

To insure that only the intended 
beneficiaries receive the benefits of this 
part, the definition of MBE has been 
modified to require 51% ownership and 
operating control of the business by 
minorities. FRA intends that the 
ownership and control by minority 
persons should be real and substantial. 
The minority owners should enjoy the 
customary incidents of ownership and 
should share in the risks and profits 
commensurate with their ownership 
interests, as demonstrated by an 
examination of the substance rather 
than the form of arrangements. The 
minority owners should possess the 
power to direct the direction of the 
management and policies of the firm and 
to make the day-to-day as well as the 
major decisions on matters of 
management, policy and operations. 
Other aspects to be considered are the 
source of the ownership interests and 
any underlying financial arrangements, 
and the business relationships of the 
MBE with non-MBE firms. 

To facilitate determinations as to the 
eligibility of an MBE a new section 
265.14-1 is added providing for appeals 
to the FRA Administrator of 
determinations denying MBE status to a 
business. 

The Department of Transportation, in 
implementing DOT Order 4000.7A, 
published on May 17.1979 (44 FR 28928) 
a proposed rulemaking to require 
affirmative action fpr the utilization of 
firms owned and controlled by socially 
and economically disadvantaged 
individuals, particularly minorities and 
women in contracts and financial 
assistance programs funded by DOT. 
The amendments to part 265 are 
basically consistent with the provisions 
of the Department’s proposal but not 
nearly as expansive. 

In the DOT proposal the definition of 
"minority" is broader than the definition 


in part 265. The DOT definition does not 
include women, but for MBE purposes, 
they are considered to be socially and 
economically disadvantaged persons, as 
are minorities. 

Under the DOT proposal an "MBE" 
means a small business as defined by 
the Small Business Act, and 
implementing regulations, which is 
owned and controlled by socially and 
economically disadvantaged persons. 

Since the DOT proposal is not a final 
rule, and since public comment has not 
been received on the DOT proposal. 

FRA will put into effect only those 
amendments which are necessary to 
address the problem previously cited. 
Consequently, we have not adopted the 
DOT definition of minority, and our new 
definition of "MBE" will not refer to a 
small business, or to socially and 
economically disadvantaged persons. 

It is contemplated that when the DOT 
proposal becomes final, it will supersede 
part 265 as it relates to MBEs. 

Because part 265 is currently in effect 
and because of the need to insure that 
only bona fide MBEs receive that status, 
and to provide guidance to recipients as 
to eligibility of MBEs with respect to 
financial assistance programs covered 
by part 265, it has been decided to make 
these amendments effective upon 
publication. 

Economic Impact 

The Administrator has determined 
that this document does not contain a 
significant regulatory proposal. 
Furthermore, since this is an emergency 
regulation, a Regulation Evaluation is 
also not required (DOT Regulatory 
Policies and Procedures, 44 FR 11034, 
February 26,1979). ^ 

Environmental Impact 

The Minority Business Resource 
Center has determined that this 
document is not a major FRA action in 
accordance with the criteria set forth in 
section 4(d) of FRA’s Procedures for 
Considering Environmental Impacts (44 
FR 16062, March 14.1979). 

In consideration of the foregoing, part 
265 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is amended as follows: 

(1) By amending the table of contents 
by adding immediately before the line 
beginning with "265.15", the following: 

Part 265—Nondiscrimination in 
Federally Assisted Railroad Programs 

• * * * * 

"265.14 Determining the MBE Status of a 
Business. 
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265.14-1 Appeals of Determinations of MBE 
Status.”; 

• • • • • 

(2) By amending section 265.5(j) to 
read as follows: 

§ 265.5 Definitions. 

“(j) ‘MBE’ means a business concern 
which is owned and controlled by a 
minority. For the purpose of this part, 
'owned and controlled’ means a 
business: 

(1) which is at least 51 per centum 
owned by one or more minority 
individuals; or, in the case of a publicly 
owned business, at least 51 per centum 
of the stock of which is owned by one or 
more minority individuals; and 

(2) whose management and daily 
operations are controlled by one or 
more such individuals.*'; 
***** 

(3) By adding immediately following 
section 265.13, a new section 265.14 
reading as follows: 

§ 265.14 Determining the MBE status of a 
business. 

FRA or a recipient may, on the basis 
of available information, determine that 
a business is not an MBE within the 
meaning of this part. This determination 
shall be final, except as provided in 
section 265.14-1, for that contract and 
other contracts being let by that 
contracting agency at the time of the 
determination. Businesses may correct 
deficiencies in their ownership and 
control and apply as MBEs only for 
future contracts.*’; 

(4) By adding immediately following 
section 265.14, a new section 265.14-1 
reading as follows: 

§265.14-1 Appeals of determination of 
MBE status. 

(a) Filing. Any firm who 
believes that it has been wrongly 
determined not to be an MBE under 
section 265.14 by the FRA or a recipient 
may file an appeal in writing with the 
Administrator. The appeal shall be filed 
no later than 30 days after the date of 
the determination. The Administrator 
may extend the time for filing or waive 
the time limit in the interest of justice, 
specifying in writing the reasons for so 
doing. Third parties who have reason to 
believe that a business has been 
wrongly denied or granted status as an 
MBE may advise the Administrator. This 
information is not considered an appeal 
pursuant to this seciton. 

(b) Decision To Investigate. The 
Administrator ensures that a prompt 
investigation is made of those cases 
with investigative merit (except those 


being reviewed on the merits by the 
Comptroller General), pursuant to 
prescribed DOT Title VI (49 CFR 21) 

_ investigation procedures. 

(c) Status During the Investigation . 
The Administrator may deny the 
business in question eligibility to 
participate as an MBE in direct or FRA- 
assisted contracts let during the 
pendancy of the investigation, after 
providing the business in question an 
opportunity to show cause by written 
statement to the Administrator why this 
should not occur. 

(d) Cooperation in Investigation. All 
parties shall cooperate fully with the 
investigation. Failure or refusal to 
furnish relevant information or other 
failure to cooperate is a violation of this 
part. 

(e) Determinations. The Administrator 
will make one of the following 
determinations and so inform the 
business in writing of the reasons for the 
determination: 

(1) The business is considered to be 
an MBE within the meaning of this part; 
or 

(2) The business is not considered to 
be an MBE within the meaning of this 
part and is denied eligibility to 
participate as an MBE in any direct or 
FRA-assisted contract until a further 
determination is made by FRA that the 
business is an MBE within the meaning 
of this part.'*; and 
***** 

(5) By striking "minority business’* 
and "minority businesses" whenever 
those words appear in this part, and by 
inserting "MBE" and "MBEs", 
respectively, in lieu thereof. 

Issued in Washington. D.C., on June 8.1979. 
John M. Sullivan, 

The Federal Railroad Administrator. 

|KR Doc. 79-19016 Filed 6-20-79: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4910-06-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Heritage Conservation and Recreation 
Service 

Floodplain Management and Wetlands 
Protection; Final Guidelines 

agency: Heritage Conservation and 
Recreation Service, Department of the 
Interior. 

action: Final Guidelines. 

summary: The guidelines provide the 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation 
Service’s policy and final internal 
procedures to implement Executive 
Order 11988. Floodplain Management, 
and Executive Order 11990, Protection of 
Wetlands. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: June 21,1979. 
for further information contact: 

Mr. Harold R. Green. Chief. Division of 
Environmental and Compliance Review, 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation 
Service. Washington, D.C. 20243, 
Telephone (202) 343-7962. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: These 
guidelines were published in draft form 
in the Federal Register on October 13, 
1978. for review and comment. Twenty- 
three States responded with comments. 
These have been carefully considered in 
the preparation of the final guidelines. 

The Water Resources Council, the 
Council on Environmental Quality, and 
the Federal Insurance Administration 
have reviewed the Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service’s 
guidelines in accordance with Section 
2(d) of the Executive Order and 
provided consultation. 

Floodplain Management and Wetlands 
Protection 

Table of Contents 

1.1 Ihirpose. 

1.2 Objective, 

1.3 Authority. 

1.4 References. 

1.5 Interrelationships. 

1.6 Definitions. 

1.7 Responsibility. 

1.8 Policy. 

1.9 Procedures. 

2. Ixind and Water Conservation Fund 
program procedures. 

3. Surplus Property program procedures. 

4. (Reserved for a supplement on the 
Historic Preservation Fund program 
procedures which will be published by 
September 30.1979). 

1.1 Purpose. 

These guidelines set forth the policy, 
responsibility and procedures to be used 
in implementing Executive Order 11988. 
Floodplain Management, and Executive 


Order 11990, Protection of Wetlands, 
hereinafter referred to as the Orders. 

1.2 Objectives. 

The objectives of floodplain 
management are to: 

A. Reduce the risk of flood loss or 
damage to property. 

B. Minimize the impact of flood loss 
on human safety, health, and welfare. 

C. Restore, maintain and preserve the 
natural and beneficial functions of 
floodplains and wetlands. 

1.3 Authority. 

A. Executive Order 11988, which 
revoked and replaced Executive Order 
11296, issued August 10,1969, was 
issued in furtherance of the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968, as 
amended, the Flood Disaster Protection 
Act of 1973, and the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1966 
(NEPA). Section 2(d) requires issuance 
of new or amended agency regulations. 

B. Executive Order 11990 was issued 
in furtherance of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, and 
Section 6 requires issuance of new or 
amended procedures. 

1.4 References. 

The following references are made an 
integral part of these procedures. 

A. Executive Order 11988, Floodplain 
Management; 

B. Executive Order 11990, Protection 
of Wetlands; 

C. Unified National Program for 
Floodplain Management; Water 
Resources Council, 1976; 

D. Water Resources Council « 
Guidelines for Floodplain Management 
Guidelines, Water Resources Council. 
February 10, 1978 (43 FR 6030); 

E. Executive Order 11514, Protection 
and Enhancement of Environmental 
Quality; 

F. OMB Circular A-95; 

G. Executive Order 11911; 

H. Council on Environmental Quality 
NEPA Regulations; Part 1508— 
Terminology and Index; 

I. Office of Coastal Zone 
Management—Heritage Conservation 
and Recreation Service Interagency 
Agreement. 

1.5 In terrelationships. 

A. General. The Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service 
recognizes that the requirements of the 
Orders have basic interrelationships 
with and condition the implementation 
of existing Federal activities and 
guidance procedures. Therefore, to the 
extent possible, the Service will 
integrate floodplain management and 


wetland protection requirements into its 
program and will utilize existing 
consultation, planning, and decision 
processes. 

B. NEPA Compliance. For actions 
located in floodplains and wetlands the 
requirements of the Orders supplement 
those of NEPA. Since most Federal 
actions in floodplains and wetlands will 
impact these resources, an 
environmental document (environmental 
statement or assessment) will be 
required to comply with NEPA. For ease 
and economy of documentation, the 
Order’s requirements will be included in 
each action’s NEPA compliance 
documents. 

1.6 Definitions. 

Action—any Federal activity 
including: (1) acquiring, managing, and 
disposing of Federal lands and facilities: 
(2) providing federally undertaken, 
financed, or assisted construction and 
improvements; and (3) conducting 
Federal activities and programs 
affecting land use, including but not 
limited to water and related land 
resources planning, regulating, and 
licensing activities. 

Base Flood—is that flood which has a 
one percent chance of occurrence in any 
given year (also known as a 100-year 
flood). This term is used in the National 
Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) to 
indicate the minimum level of flooding 
to be used by a community in its 
floodplain management regulations. 

Base Floodplain—the 100-year 
floodplain (one percent chance 
floodplain). Also see definition of 
floodplain. 

Critical Action—any activity for 
which even a slight chance of flooding 
would be too great, such as hospitals 
and powerplants. 

Facility—any man-made or 
manplaced item other than a structure. 

Flood or Flooding—a general and 
temporary condition of partial or 
complete inundation of normally dry 
land areas from the overflow of inland 
and/or tidal waters, and/or the unusual 
and rapid accumulation or runoff of 
surface waters from any source. 

Practicable Alternative—(1) carrying 
out the proposed action at a location 
outside the base floodplain (alternative 
sites); or (2) other means which 
accomplish the same purpose as the 
proposed action (alternative actions). 

Floodplain—the lowland and 
relatively flat areas adjoining inland and 
coastal waters including floodprone 
areas of offshore islands, including at a 
minimum, that area subject to a one 
percent or greater chance of flooding in 
any given year. The base floodplain 
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shall be used to designate the 100-year 
floodplain (one percent chance 
floodplain). The critical action 
floodplain is defined as the 500-year 
floodplain (0.2 percent chance 
floodplain). 

Wetlands—those areas that are 
inundated by surface or ground water 
with a frequency sufficient to support 
and under normal circumstances does or 
would support a prevalence of 
vegatative or aquatic life that requires 
saturated or seasonally saturated soil 
conditions for growth and reproduction. 
Wetlands generally include swamps, 
marshes, bogs, and similar areas such as 
sloughs. potholes, wet meadows, river 
overflows, mud flats, and natural ponds. 

Floodproofing—the modification of 
individual structures and facilities, their 
sites, and their contents to protect 
against structural failure, to keep water 
out or to reduce effects of water entry. 

Minimize—to reduce to the smallest 
possible amount or degree. 

One Percent Chance Flood—the flood 
having one chance in 100 of being 
exceeded in any one-year period (a 
large flood). The likelihood of exceeding 
this magnitude increases in a time 
period longer than one year. For 
example, there are two chances in three 
of a larger flood exceeding the one 
percent chance flood in a 100-year 
period. 

Practicable—capable of being done 
within existing constraints. The test of 
what is practicable depends upon the 
situation and includes consideration of 
the pertinent factors, such as 
environment, cost of technology. 

Restore—to reestablish a setting or 
environment in which the natural 
functions of the floodplain can operate 
again. 

Preserve—to prevent modification to 
the natural floodplain environment or to 
maintain it as closely as possible to its 
natural state. 

Structures—walled or roofed 
buildings, including mobile homes and 
gas or liquid storage tanks that are 
primarily above ground. 

1.7 Responsibilities. 

A. Director, Heritage Conservation 
and Recreation Service. (1) Is 
responsible for ensuring that the 
Service’s responsibilities under the 
Orders are carried out. In performing 
this duty the Director will prepare 
program directives and other necessary 
guidance as required. 

(2) Will approve these and any 
subsequent Service procedures for 
complying with the Orders. 

(3) Is responsible for preparing any 
required reports to the Department and 


the Water Resources Council and/or the 
Council of Environmental Quality. 

(4) Will initiate the annual re- 
evaluation of the Service’s assistance 
programs for compliance with the 
Orders. 

B. Associate and Deputy Directors. (1) 
Are responsible for maintaining general 
supervision of the divisions and regional 
offices under their jurisdiction in order 
to ensure compliance with the Orders 
and these procedures. 

(2) Are responsible for reviewing and 
concurring with the floodplain and 
wetland procedures of their divisions 
and offices prior to forwarding them to 
the Director for approval. 

C. Chief Division of Environmental 
and Compliance Review. (1) Is 
responsible for developing the policy 
and establishing the procedures for 
implementing floodplain management. 

(2) Is responsible for ensuring the 
floodplain management procedures are 
incorporated into all Service programs. 

(3) Is responsible for evaluating the 
effectiveness of floodplain management. 

(4) Is responsible for providing the 
guidance for the preparation of plans to 
protect, maintain and restore beneficial 
and natural floodplains functions. 

(5) Is responsible for providing for 
systematic review and update of 
regulations and procedures relative to 
floodplain management, including the 
annual October evaluation that provides 
information on the number and types of 
projects affecting the floodplain or 
wetlands, the number of acres affected, 
and mitigation made. 

D. Chiefs of Divisions and Offices. (1) 
Are responsible for reviewing their 
programs for applicability of the Orders 
and apply the Orders to any of the 
following activities. This list is not 
intended to be all inclusive. 

(a) Disposing of Federal lands and 
facilities, 

(b) Carrying out and influencing 
programs involving land use and water 
planning and development, and 

(c) Administering construction, 
improvement, and land acquisition 
program supported or assisted by 
Federal grants. 

(2) Are responsible for establishing 
regulations, directives or procedures for 
determining the degree of risk present, 
and whether or not an alternative 
location or other course of action is 
practicable. If not, the procedures will 
indicate what steps to take to minimize 
harm to facilities, to the floodplain, and 
to wetland resources. 

(3) Are responsible for furnishing with 
all requests for new authorizations or 
appropriations (for proposals to be 
located in floodplains and wetlands) a 


statement that the proposal is in accord 
with the Orders. 

(4) Are responsible for assuring 
compliance with the public information 
and other procedural requirements of 
the Orders. 

(5) Are responsible for functioning as 
the Service officials for all activities and 
compliance under the Orders including 
the responsibility for the preparation of 
the statement of findings (WRC 
Guidelines, Part II, Step 7). 

E. Area and Regional Directors. (1) 
Shall ensure compliance with the 
procedures for floodplain management 
and wetlands protection. 

(2) Shall maintain technical guides 
and procedures for determining the 
extent of the base and critical 
floodplains. 

(3) Shall provide guidance to the 
States to implement floodplain and 
wetlands procedures in HCRS programs. 

(4) Shall conduct evaluations and 
monitor floodplain management and 
wetlands protection. 

(5) Shall keep records on the number 
and type of projects affecting the 
floodplain or wetlands, the number of 
acres affected, and the mitigation made. 

(6) Shall determine if any or all of a 
State's existing floodplain procedures 
may be utilized in lieu of those in the 
Executive Orders and WRC’s February 
10,1978. guidelines. 

(7) Shall inform private parties and 
State and local governments 
participating in financial and land 
transactions of the hazards and impacts 
of locating structures in floodplains and 
wetlands. Appropriate information will 
include the levels of expected flooding, 
location in a riverine or coastal high 
hazards area, existence of multiple 
flooding sources or combinations of 
hazards, and other important 
information for the safety of potential 
floodplain occupants and developments. 

(8) Shall keep records on the number 
and type of projects affecting the 
floodplain or wetlands, the number of 
acres affected and the mitigation made. 

1.8 Policy. 

A. In furtherance of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as 
amended, the National Flood Insurance 
Act of 1968, as amended, and the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973, in order 
to avoid to the extent possible the long 
and short term adverse impacts 
associated with the occupancy and 
modification of the floodplain and to 
avoid direct or indirect support of 
floodplain development wherever there 
is a practicable alternative, the Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service 
(HCRS) will provide leadership and take 
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action to reduce the risk of flood loss to 
minimize the impact of floods on human 
safety, health and welfare, and to 
restore and preserve the natural and 
beneficial values served by floodplains 
and wetlands in carrying out its 
responsibilities for (1) disposing of 
Federal lands and facilities. (2) 
providing federally assisted land 
acquisition, construction and 
improvements, and (3) conducting 
Federal programs affecting land use. 

B. Executive Order 11988, Floodplain 
Management, affirmed that it is 
administration policy to protect and 
enhance the natural and beneficial 
values of floodplains and actively to 
discourage noncompatible development. 
Executive Order 11990, Protection of 
Wetlands, recognized that the Nation’s 
remaining wetlands are a valuable 
national resource. The Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service 
must take all appropriate actions to 
avoid direct or indirect support of new 
construction in wetlands wherever there 
is a practicable alternative. 

C. The U.S. Water Resources 
Council’s Floodplain Management 
Guidelines for implementing E.0.11988 
(43 FR 6030, February 10,1978) provide 
basic implementation guidelines. The 
Heritage Conservation and Recreation 
Service’s guidelines, based on the 
Department of the Interior’s procedures, 
apply the Water Resources Council’s 
guidelines to Heritage Conservation and 
Recreation Service actions and Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service- 
assisted actions. 

D. It is the policy of the Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service to 
insure that its recreation, natural area, 
historic, archeological, and architectural 
projects and programs are compatible 
with minimization of flood hazards and 
restoration and preservation of the 
natural and beneficial values of 
floodplains and wetlands. Whenever 
there is a practicable alternative, the 
Agency will not undertake, support, or 
permit activities under its authorities 
that would cause flood hazards or 
adverse impacts on the natural or 
beneficial values of floodplains or 
wetlands. 

E. The planning concepts outlined in 
Part II—Decisionmaking Process of the 
U.S. Water Resources Council’s 
Floodplain Management Guidelines (43 
FR 6030, February 10.1978)—will be 
used in planning all Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service 
activities affecting floodplains and 
wetlands (see Section 1.9 of these 
guidelines). 

F. Environmental assessments or 
environmental impact statements are to 


be prepared for all actions proposed in 
or affecting the floodplain or wetlands. 
These will incorporate the procedures 
listed in 1.9 of these guidelines. 

G. Both Executive Orders require that 
public coments be solicited for all 
projects (Step 2). They state that 
opportunities must be provided “* 

for early public review of any plans or 
proposals for action • * * whose impact 
is not significant enough to require the 
preparation of an environmental impact 
statement * * Similar public 
involvement is necessary, of course, 
when an environmental impact 
statement is required. Forthright 
solicitation of suggestions and 
comments from the public is necessary. 

In cases where proposed development is 
in accordance with plans which have 
already undergone documented public 
review, the requirements may be 
considered to have been fulfilled. A 
sound public information effort might 
still be worthwhile, especially when 
considerable time (2 years) has elapsed 
since approval of plans. In all cases, 
press releases will be prepared for local 
dissemination. These will describe the 
proposed action and urge the public to 
provide its views to the Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service or 
the project sponsor. The pres^ release, 
which may be prepared and distributed 
by the project participant or the State 
also may be sent to nearby local 
governmental bodies, adjacent property 
owners, and other concerned individuals 
and organizations such as Federal 
agencies. State agencies, conservation 
group farms and taxpayer organizations, 
and historic and preservation 
organizations. 

For projects where substantial citizen 
interests is expected, a public meeting 
should be considered during the early 
planning stages to allow a full 
discussion of the issues. Environmental 
documentation must be made available 
for the public meeting if one is to be 
held. A record of public information 
efforts and a summary of comments 
received must be maintained in the 
project files by HCRS, the State or 
project participant. The office 
originating and/or approving the 
proposed action will determine whether 
the public concern is substantial enough 
to warrant convening a public meeting. 

H. Requests for new authorizations or 
appropriations for proposals in or 
potentially affecting floodplains or 
wetlands must be justified by a 
statement that the proposals comply 
with the intent of the Executive Orders. 

I. Step 7 Part II. of the Water 
Resources Council Guidelines describes 
the process for issuing statements of 


findings and explains to the public why 
projects will, after consideration of 
alternatives, be located in floodplains. 
Final project documents must identify 
actions the Heritage Conservation and 
Recreation Service proposes to 
undertake. The Statement of Findings 
can be included in final environmental 
impact statements (FEIS) or in findings 
of no significant impact. In cases where 
changes are proposed in the action after 
the FEIS is made public, separate 
documentation of the finding must be 
carried out. 

The Service will prepare and circulate 
notices of intent to conduct, support or 
allow actions in floodplains or wetlands, 
or cause such notices to be prepared 
and circulated. The notice will (1) 
explain concisely why the proposed 
action must be located in the floodplain 
or wetlands. (2) provide a list of 
expected environmental impacts of the 
action as part of a brief summary of the 
environmental effects. (3) state that the 
action conforms to applicable State and 
local floodplain and wetland protection 
standards and to the requirements of 
Executive Order 11988 and 11990, and 
(4) provide a simple location map. The 
notice also must state where the 
environmental assessment and 
additional information on the project are 
available for inspection or can be 
obtained. The notice must not exceed 
three pages in length; it also will serve 
as the notice for A-95 clearinghouses. 
When circulation of the notices results 
in receipt of adverse comments. HCRS 
will send copies of the notices, 
statements of findings, and NEPA 
documents on the proposed activities to 
the office of the following agencies 
nearest the site of the proposed action; 
Environmental Protection Agency; 
Federal Insurance Administration: U.S. 
Geological Survey; Bureau of 
Reclamation (western States only): 
Corps of Engineers: Soil Conservation 
Service: and Fish and Wildlife Service. 

J. Any new legislative mandates 
which are issued to the Service will be 
reviewed and analyzed for compliance 
with the Executive Orders. Floodplain 
Management and Protection of 
Wetlands principals will be made part 
of any new programs that are 
applicable. 

K. In accordance with the 
documentation requirements of the 
Executive Orders, the various Service 
programs affecting Floodplains and/or 
Wetlands must include provisions for 
keeping records on any project located 
in the floodplain or wetland. Most 
important is what mitigation was made 
and the type of project and the number 
of acres affected. 
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L. When questions or problems arise 
concerning a project to be located in 
floodplain or wetland, it is HCRS policy 
to consult with WRC. CEQ, FIA, COE, 
FWS, State Wildlife Agencies or other 
government agencies with expertise 
concerning the subject. 

M. In October of each year the Service 
shall make a periodic reevaluation of its 
programs as they change over time and 
as experience is gained in implementing 
the Order. 

N. The Floodplain Order’s 
requirements are applicable to any 
action, regardless of its location, that 
has the potential to affect the floodplain. 
The Order requires the agencies to 
avoid the direct and indirect support of 
floodplain development. An action 
“supports” floodplain development if it 
encourages, allows, serves, or otherwise 
facilities additional development, 
regardless of its location. Similarly, 
actions performed outside the floodplain 
can have dispersed impacts which are 
experienced at sites or by occupants 
within the floodplain. Therefore all 
actions carried out by the agencies must 
be evaluated for their potential to affect 
the floodplain. Where floodplain 
impacts or support are identified which 
deleteriou8ly affect the floodplain, they 
must be minimized and any disrupted 
floodplain values must be restored and 
preserved. 

O. Minor revisions of a non¬ 
substantive nature may be made to 
these guidelines by HCRS without their 
publication in the Federal Register. 

P. These guidelines apply only to 
those actions taken after their 
publication. 

1.9 Procedures for Service Activities . 

A. General. Procedures to be followed 
in applying the Floodplain Order to 
Service activities are set forth in Part II 
of the WRC guidelines. The Service has 
adopted this process and will deviate 
from it only when Service missions and 
programs will be more adequately 
served by modified procedures. When 
the affected floodplain includes 
wetlands, the application of these 
procedures will also reflect the wetland 
considerations and will demonstrate 
how the wetlands will be protected. 

B. Procedures. When action is 
proposed in wetland or a floodplain the 
following procedural steps will be 
addressed and integrated into the 
planning process. (1) Identification of 
whether a proposed action is located in 
the 100-year floodplain (500-year 
floodplain for "critical actions”) and 
assessment of the type of hazard 
involved. This requirement is discussed 
in Step 1 of the WRC Guidelines. 


(2) Identification of the overall 
audience to be reached for public notice 
and involvement, the vehicles or public 
information mechanisms to be used, and 
the purpose and timing of public notice 
actions. This requirement is discussed in 
Step 2 of the WRC Guidelines. 

(3) Identification of practicable 
alternative sites or actions to locating in 
the floodplain, and how such 
alternatives will be identified and 
evaluated. This requirement is discussed 
in Step 3 of the WRC Guidelines. 

(4) Identification of direct or indirect 
impacts associated with indirect support 
of floodplain development; and how 
they will be identified and evaluated. 
This requirement is discussed in Step 3 
of the WRC Guidelines. 

(5) Identification of the steps 
necessary to minimize harm to lives and 
property, and to natural and beneficial 
floodplain values; how this will be 
achieved, and what constitutes 
restoration and preservation of the 
natural, and beneficial values served by 
floodplains. These requirements are 
discussed in Step 5 of the WRC 
Guidelines. 

(6) Reevaluation of proposed actions 
to determine if they are still practicable 
at a floodplain site in light of the 
exposure to flood risk and ensuring 
disruption of floodplain values. This 
requirement is discussed in Step 6 of the 
WRC Guidelines. 

(7) Identification of the contents of the 
written statement of findings and public 
explanation, and appropriate integration 
of this process into existing procedures. 
This requirement is discussed in Step 7 
of the WRC Guidelines. 

(8) Assurance that the actions are 
implemented according to the 
requirements of the Order. This 
requirement is discussed in Step 8 of the 
WRC Guidelines. 

C. Documentation and Circulation (1) 
Case-by-case documentation is required 
for ail Service actions covered by the 
Orders. Project files will be kept current 
and reflect compliance with the 
decisionmaking process outlined in the 
WRC Guidelines. 

(2) Circulation of information and 
data on casework is necessary to satisfy 
Sections 2(a) (2), (3), and (4) of the 
Floodplain Order. Section 2(a)(2) is a 
general notice of actions to be taken. 
Section 2(a)(3) assures compliance with 
A-95 reporting procedures. Section 
2(a)(4) calls for early public reveiw 
whether or not the action will require 
preparation of an environmental impact 
statement. 

(3) Steps 2 and 7, Part II of the WRC 
Guidelines give thorough information for 
compliance with the public notice 


requirements of the Floodplain Order. 
The Service will utilize the Federal 
Register as the minimum for notice 
when the proposed action has National 
significance or impact. On actions of 
lesser geographical importance the 
Federal Register may be used, but in 
addition, the Service will use or cause to 
have used other public information 
methods, such as news releases, 
newsletters, and public meetings, to 
inform the interested public. 

(4) For interagency coordination, the 
Service will utilize the following 
minimum list for notices, NEPA 
documents, and decision statements on 
proposals in floodplain and wetlands: 

(a) Environmental Protection Agency. 

(b) Federal Insurance Administration. 

(c) Fish and Wildlife Service. 

(d) U.S. Geological Survey. 

(e) Bureau of Reclamation (western 
States only). 

(f) Corps of Engineers. 

(g) Soil Conservation Service. 

(h) State Water Resources Agency. 

(i) State Liaison Officer (when 
apporpriate). 

(j) State Historic Preservation Officer 
(when appropriate). 

(k) A-95 clearinghouse (when 
appropriate). 

(l) State Wildlife Agencies (when 
appropriate). 

(m) Appropriate public interest 
groups. 

(5) The WRC Guidelines in Part II, 

Step 7 describes the postdecisional 
process for the statement of findings and 
explanation to the public in the event 
that reevaluation results in locating the 
project in the floodplain. Service 
guidance will incorporate the process 
into predecisional activities including 
the reevaluation of alternatives (Step 6). 
The Service will work the key parts of 
the WRC Guidelines into the NEPA 
process so that floodplain and wetland 
consideration remain predecisional. 

Then a proposed statement of findings 
can be included in a final environmental 
statement or negative declaration. If the 
final decision differs significantly from 
the proposed action, then the Service 
will issue a separate statement of 
findings in accordance with Step 7. 

2. Section 660.2.3(H)(2) of the Outdoor 
Recreation Grants-in-Aid Manual used 
by the States when applying for Land 
and Water Conservation Fund 
assistance will be immediately amended 
to read: 

A. All projects must comply with the 
intent of Executive Order 11988, 
Floodplain Management, and 11990. 
Protection of Wetlands, and with the 
U.S. Water Resources Council’s 
Floodplain Management Guidelines for 
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implementing E.O.11988 (43 FR 6030, 
February 10,1978). 

B. The ultimate authority for all States 
in the floodplain management 
decisionmaking process remains with 
HCRS. 

C. The environmental assessment for 
all development projects must state 
whether or not there will be an impact 
on floodplains or wetlands. 

D. Direct or indirect fund support of 
floodplain development or construction 
in wetlands shall be avoided when there 
is an adverse impact on the natural and 
beneficial values and practicable 
alternatives exist. 

E. When activities must be carried out 
in a floodplain or wetland, the work 
must be done in a manner which, to the 
extent possible, will minimize harm to 
lives, property and floodplain values, 
and to restore and preserve the natural 
and beneficial values served by 
floodplains and wetlands. Flood 
proofing of eligible structures shall be 
eligible for financial assistance from the 
Land and Water Conservation Fund to 
the extent permitted by the Land and 
Water Conservation Fund Act, as 
amended. 

F. Acquisition projects for the future 
establisment of facilities which do not 
have long- or short-term adverse 
impacts associated with the occupancy 
or modification of floodplains or 
wetlands, or direct or indirect support of 
floodplains or wetlands development 
are excluded from these guidelines. 
However, these guidelines apply to 
acquisition projects for future 
development which may have the 
potential for resulting in such impacts or 
support. 

G. Certain types of recreation 
development often are consistent with 
the intent of the Executive Orders. 

These types of developments will be 
reviewed, and when it is found that they 
do not have long- or short-term adverse 
impacts associated with the occupancy 
or modification of floodplains or 
wetlands, or direct or indirect support of 
floodplains or wetlands development, 
they are excluded from any further 
compliance with these guidelines. These 
are the following: 

(1) Scenic overlooks and trails. 

(2) Boating facilities excluding boat 
houses. 

(3) Picnic and camping facilities 
including appropriate sanitary and other 
support facilities needed to provide full 
utilization of recreational developments, 
provided that flood resistance is a 
consideration in their design and 
construction. 


(4) Outdoor water sports facilities 
such as beaches (not excluded for 
wetlands). 

(5) Entrance, access and internal 
roads to existing parks (not excluded for 
wetlands). 

(6) Outdoor shooting ranges (not 
excluded for wetlands). 

(7) Outdoor play courts (not excluded 
for wetlands). 

(8) Beautification of an existing 
outdoor recreation area, such as 
landscraping. 

(9) Parking lots for existing parks, 
sports and playfields, and playgrounds 
(not excluded for wetlands). 

(10) Wildlife observation stations and 
environmental education facilities, 
excluding buildings. 

H. The environmental documentation 
shall include: (1) The extent of the direct 
and indirect impacts associated with 
direct and indirect support of floodplain 
and wetlands development. 

(2) Measures to be taken to minimize 
harm to lives and property, and to the 
natural and beneficial floodplain values 
and to restore and preserve these values 
served by floodplains and wetlands. 

(3) Alternative actions and locations 
considered in the event of an adverse 
impact. 

(4) Assurance that all State and local 
floodplain and wetlands regulations and 
standards are being met. 

(5) A map delineating the floodplain 
or wetlands. 

I. The project sponsor shall ensure 
that the general public has an 
opportunity for early review of the 
development plans or proposals for 
actions affecting floodplains or 
wetlands. In all cases, a press notice 
will be published in the local media 
briefly describing the proposed action 
and urging members of the public to 
provide their views to the sponsor. It 
shall expressly state that the proposed 
site is in a floodplain or wetland. 

]. The project sponsor or the State 
shall include a copy of the press notice 
and public comments received, the usual 
Notice of Intent and the proposed 
environmental assessment with the 
project information normally submitted 
to A-95 clearinghouses for LWCF 
projects. In addition to (H) above, the 
assessment/EIS shall explain why the 
proposed action is to be taken in the 
floodplain or wetland and include a 
simple location map. 

In those instances in which, through 
existing agreements with A-95 
clearinghouses, a State or one of its 
political subdivisions’ project applicants 
does not normally submit environmental 
assessments at the “Notice of Intent” 
stage, then the floodplain information 


noted above, as required in 43 FR 6030. 
Part II, Step 2 may be submitted to the 
clearinghouse without the 
environmental assessment. 

K. When adverse comments have 
been received as a result of the A-95 
review process or early public review, 
theTICRS Regional Office will forward 
copies of all notices and NEPA 
documents to the agencies noted in 
Section 1.9.c(4) of these guidelines. 

L. The Step 7 Statement of Findings 
will be incorporated into the EIS, 
environmental assessment, or finding of 
no significant impact by the Regional 
Office for distribution to the A-95 
clearinghouse. 

M. In accordance with Section 2(c) of 
the floodplain Management Order. State 
Comprehensive Outdoor Recreation 
Plans must, to the extent possible, 
address the requirements and goals of 
the Floodplain and Wetlands Executive 
Orders as delineated in Section 1.8 of 
these guidelines. 

N. In accordance with Chapter 660 of 
the LWCF Grants-in-aid manual. States 
may document their compliance with the 
Orders for those projects submitted 
through the certification process. This 
will be considered adequate to 
document compliance with the Orders. 
For all other LWCF projects a State will 
be granted the authority to simply 
certify project compliance with these 
guidelines, without having to maintain 
compliance documentation for each 
project if it can demonstrate that its 
floodplain and wetlands State laws are 
equal to or stronger than the Executive 
Orders. 

The HCRS Regional Office will make 
this determination. Finally, in order to 
eliminate duplication of paperwork and 
procedures, existing State or local 
procedures may be utilized to meet all 
or part of the requirements of the 
Orders. The procedures used, however, 
must be at least equivalent to those 
mandated by the Orders and WRC’s 
February 10,1978. guidelines. Floodplain 
compliance with the applicant’s 
floodplain procedures must be fully 
documented for each project. HCRS 
Regional Offices shall determine if a 
State or one of its political subdivision’s 
procedures meet the equivalency 
requirement. 

O. In accordance with the 
documentation requirements of the 
Executive Orders, records will be kept 
on the type and number of projects 
affected by the floodplain or wetlands, 
the number of acres affected and the 
mitigation made. 

3. Subject to guidelines to be issued 
by the General Services Administration 
respecting the disposal of Federal real 
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property and implementation of E.O. 
11988 and 11990, Program Directive 120- 
1-1 will be added immediately to the 
Surplus Property Handbook and 
application instructions related to P.L. 
91-485 amending the Federal Property 
Act. 

It will state that: A. All surplus 
property applications must comply with 
the intent of Executive Order 11988, 
Floodplain Management, and 11990 
Protection of Wetlands, and with the 
U.S. Water Resources Council’s 
Floodplain Management Guidelines for 
implementing E.0.11988 (43 FR 6030, 
February 10,1978). 

B. The environmental assessment, if 
required, for all projects containing 
development proposals will state 
whether or not there will be an impact 
on floodplains or wetlands. 

C. The ultimate authority for all states 
in the floodplain management 
decisionmaking process remains with 
HCRS except when GSA preempts our 
authority and responsibility through 
their floodplain guidelines. 

D. Projects for proposed development 
and/or construction in floodplains shall 
be avoided when there is an adverse 
impact on the natural environment and 
beneficial values served by Floodplains 
and Wetlands; and. when practicable 
alternatives exist. 

E. When activities must be carried out 
in the floodplain or wetland, the work 
must be done in a manner which to the 
extent possible, will minimize harm to 
lives, property and floodplain values, 
and restore and/or preserve the natural 
and beneficial values served by 
floodplains and wetlands. 

F. Applications to acquire surplus 
Federal real property for the future 
establishment of facilities which do not 
have long- or short-term adverse 
impacts associated with the occupancy 
or modification of floodplains or 
wetlands, or direct or indirect support of 
floodplains or wetlands development 
are normally consistent with the intent 
of the Executive Orders and are 
excluded from these guidelines. 
However, these guidelines will apply to 
applications to acquire surplus Federal 
real property for future development 
which may have the potential for 
resulting in such impacts or support. The 
deed shall contain an irrevocable 
prohibition, in the original and all 
subsequent transfers, against 
development which is incompatible with 
the Orders. 

G. Certain types of recreation 
development often are consistent with 
the intent of the Executive Orders. 

These types of development will be 
reviewed and when it is found thay they 


do not have long- or short-term adverse 
impacts associated with the occupancy 
or modification of floodplains or 
wetlands, or direct or indirect support of 
floodplains or wetlands development, 
they are excluded from any further 
compliance with these guidelines. These 
include projects with plans of utilization 
containing only the following types of 
developments. 

(1) Scenic overlooks and trails. 

(2) Boating facilities excluding boat 
houses. 

(3) Picnic and camping facilities 
including appropriate sanitary and other 
support facilities needed to provide full 
utilization or recreation development 
provided that flood resistance is a 
consideration in their design and 
construction. 

(4) Outdoor water sports facilities 
such as beaches (not excluded for 
wetlands). 

(5) Entrance, access and internal 
roads to existing parks (not excluded for 
wetlands). 

(6) Outdoor shooting ranges (not 
excluded for wetlands). 

(7) Outdoors play courts (not excluded 
for wetlands). 

(8) Beautification of an existing 
outdoor recreation area, such as 
landscaping. 

(9) Parking lots for existing parks, 
sports and playfields, and playgrounds 
(not excluded for wetlands). 

(10) Structures existing in the property 
at the time of conveyance may be 
utilized. 

(11) Wildlife observation stations and 
environmental education facilities. 

H. The Environmental documentation 
shall include: (1) The extent of the direct 
or indirect impacts associated with 
direct and indirect support of floodplain 
and wetlands development. 

(2) Measures to be taken to minimize 
harm to lives and property, and to the 
natural and beneficial floodplain values 
and to restore and preserve these values 
served by floodplains and wetlands. 

(3) Alternative actions and locations 
considered in the event of an adverse 
impact. 

(4) Acknowledgement that all State 
and local floodplain and wetlands 
regulations and standards are being met. 

(5) A map delineating the floodplains 
or wetlands. 

I. The project applicant shall ensure 
that the general public has an 
opportunity for early review of the 
development plans or proposals for 
actions affecting floodplains or 
wetlands. In all cases a press notice will 
be published in the local media briefly 
describing the proposed action and 


urging members of the public to provide 
its views to the project sponsor. 

]. The applicant shall include a copy 
of the proposed environmental 
assessment, when and if required, with 
the application submitted to the 
appropriate regional office for review 
and approval prior to the Service’s 
request for assigment of the property 
from the General Services 
Administration (unless GSA has already 
completed this process). In addition to 
(H) above, the assessment shall explain 
why the proposed development is to be 
located in the floodplain or wetland and 
9hall include a simple location map. 

K. If the General Services 
Administration provides the Service 
with adverse comments received as a 
result of its A-95 review process or 
early public reviews, the HCRS Regional 
Office will forward copies of all notices 
and NEPA documents to the regional or 
field offices of the following Federal 
agencies: Environmental Protection 
Agency; Federal Insurance 
Administration; U.S. Geological Survey; 
Bureau of Reclamation (western States 
only); Corps of Engineers; Soil 
Conservation Service; and the Fish and 
Wildlife Service. When the Service is 
responsible for preparing the statement 
of findings, they will be forwarded to 
the appropriate agencies. 

L If the property to be conveyed has 
suffered flood damage or is located in 
an identified flood hazard area, the 
disposing agency shall provide or 
require conspicious delineation of past 
and probable flood heights on structures 
and other places where appropriate. 

This includes depicting the 100-year 
flood level; and the 500-year flood level 
where appropriate. 

M. In conjunction with the General 
Services Administration, property which 
is located in the floodplain or wetlands 
and is proposed for Park and Recreation 
purposes must: 

(1) Have referenced in the plan of 
utilization all of those uses that are 
restricted under identified Federal. 

State, or local floodplain regulations; 
and 

(2) Attach other appropriate 
restrictions to the uses of properties by 
the grantee or purchaser and any 
successors, except where prohibited by 
law. 

N. In accordance with the 
documentation requirements of the 
Executive Orders, records will be kept 
on the type and number of projects 
affected by the floodplain or wetlands, 
the number of acres affected and the 
mitigation made. 

O. In accordance with Part 271 of the 
HCRS Manual (and other procedures) 
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concerning the transfer of Federal 
Surplus Real Property, an applicant may 
simply certify their compliance with 
these guidelines, without having to 
maintain compliance documentation for 
each project, if it can demonstrate that 
its floodplain and wetlands State Laws 
are equal to or stronger than the 
Executive Orders. The HCRS Regional 
Office will make this determination. In 
order to eliminate duplication of 
paperwork and procedures, existing 
State of local procedures may be utilized 
to meet all or part of the requirements of 
the Orders. The procedures used, 
however, must be at least equivalent to 
those mandated by the Orders and 
WRC’s February 10,1978, guidelines. 
Floodplain compliance with the 
applicant’s procedures must be fully 
documented for each project. HCRS 
Regional Offices shall determine if an 
applicant’s procedures meet this 
equivalency requirement. 

Dated: May 10.1979. 

Chris Therral Delaporte, 

Director. 

|FR Doc. 79-19322 Filed 8-20-79: 8:45 am| 

BILLING CODE 4310-03-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of Human Development 
Services 

| Program Announcement No. 13647-791] 

Cooperative Research and 
Demonstration Projects 

agency: Administration for Public 
Services. 

subject: Announcement of Availability 
of Grant Funds for the APS Research 
and Demonstration Grant Program. 
summary: The Office of Human 
Development Services (HDS), 
Administration for Public Services 
(APS), announces that competing 
applications will be accepted for new 
research and demonstration grants and 
cooperative agreements authorized by 
Sections 1110 and 1115 in Title XI of the 
Social Security Act as amended. 
date: The closing date for receipt of all 
applications is August 7,1979. 

Scope of This Program Announcement 

This program announcement 
discusses research and demonstration 
funding priorities for FY 1979 and the 
first quarter of FY 1980, which support 
APS long-range goals. 

Program Purpose 

Grants and cooperative agreements 
funded by APS are for research or 
demonstration projects which will add 
to existing knowledge and improvement 
of new methods and techniques for the 
planning, evaluation, management, 
delivery, and coordination of social 
services programs. Cooperative 
agreements are discussed in Section 
G. 5. 

Program Goals and Objectives 

The thrust of the APS research and 
demonstration program is to support 
improvements of State and local 
governments and nonprofit 
organizations’ capability to furnish 
services directed at the following goals: 

1. Achieving economic self-support 
and preventing, reducing, and 
eliminating dependency. 

2. Achieving/maintaining self- 
sufficiency, including reduction of 
dependency. 

3. Preventing/remedying neglect, 
abuse, or exploitation and preserving/ 
rehabilitating/reuniting families. 

4. Reducing inappropriate 
institutionalization. 

5. Securing appropriate 
institutionalization. 


In order to achieve these goals public 
knowledge is needed on several critical 
service issues. The following research 
and demonstration program objectives 
are intended to assist in obtaining this 
information: 

1. To provide a sound basis for 
effective program operation by 
improving and promoting innovative 
policy development, management, 
information/reporting, service delivery 
and accountability of the Title XX 
program. 

2. To promote quality service by 
improving the capability of State and 
local Title XX and provider agency staff. 

Program Priorities for Funding 

For fiscal year 1979 and the first 
quarter of fiscal year 1980, applications 
are solicited for projects which address 
major long-range APS goals. In this 
regard, APS has identified certain 
specific priority projects which reflect 
these goals and which are described in 
more detail in the Application Kit. The 
priority projects are identified by a 
number in parenthesis after each 
project. The appropriate number must 
be used on all applications and 
correspondence which relate to the 
project. 

Applicants may also submit a 
proposal for a project not identified in 
this program announcement but which is 
relevant to the APS goals. These 
applications will be designated as 
nonpriority but will also be subject to 
the panel review process. A limited 
number of projects will be funded from 
money set aside for non-priority 
proposals. They will compete with other 
non-priority projects. 

Priority Projects 

Title XX Waiver Demonstration 
Projects of National Significance (APS- 
79-1) 

The purpose of this project area is to 
encourage State agencies to utilize the 
Section 1115 waiver authority of the 
Social Security Act to undertake 
demonstrations of national significance. 
These demonstrations may involve 
waivers of the requirements of Section 
2002, 2003, and 2004 of Title XX of the 
Social Security Act as amended, or incur 
costs not otherwise allowable as 
expenditures under Section 2003, in 
order that innovative approaches to 
planning, eligibility determination, 
service delivery, fiscal accountability, 
training, and management and related 
Federal policy decisions can be 
considered and made regarding 
regulation changes and new legislation. 


Development of a Model to Provide 
Comprehensive Services to Runaways 
and Other Homeless Youth and Their 
Families (APS-79-2) 

The purpose of this project is to 
encourage States to formulate 
demonstration models for meeting the 
needs of runaways and other homeless 
youth and their families. These 
demonstrations would stress 
coordinated and comprehensive use of 
Title XX resources. Existing model 
Statewide needs assessment methods 
would be used to determine the needs of 
runaway and other homeless youth in 
relation to the needs of the general 
population. Demonstration programs 
would then be developed to meet those 
needs, using services provided by the 
Title XX program or coordinated 
through the Title XX program. 

Exemplary record keeping procedures, 
training programs, methods of program 
administration, monitoring, and follow¬ 
up would also be developed. 
Demonstrations would be expected to 
be of national significance with 
potential utilization of the model 
components by 166 projects currently 
funded across the United States through 
the Runaway Youth Act. 

Survey of Social Services Within the 
Framework of Hospice Care (A PS-79-3) 

The purpose of this project is to 
promote research findings regarding the 
extent to which Title XX services can 
facilitate and strengthen health related 
hospice services, the constraints or 
barriers to such coordination and 
linkages, and potential model 
approaches or alternative service 
delivery methods. The approach should 
include perspectives of the Title XX 
agency, service providers, the client, and 
the client’s exended family. 

Demonstration to Simplify 
Transportation Service Billing and 
Accounting Requirements (APS-79-4) 

The purpose of this project is to 
resolve and simplify transportation 
service billing and accounting issues 
which hinder more efficient and 
effective service delivery arrangements. 
Items to be addressed through a 
cooperative research and demonstration 
strategy involving State transportation, 
health and human service agencies 
incude developing a standardized means 
for service cost accounting and 
performance assessement: purchase-of- 
service billing and/or alternate agency 
cost sharing procedures, and simplified 
program accountability systems in 
relation to HEW and other social 
program service requirements. 








Federal Register / Vol. 44, No. 121 / Thursday. June 21. 1979 / Notices 


36351 


Improving Management Practices and 
Technologies in the Title XX Agencies 
(APS-79-5) 

The purpose of this project is to 
provide an opportunity for a State 
agency, or a non-profit organization in 
cooperation with a State agency, to: (a) 
identify critical areas for management 
improvement; (b) develop and 
demonstrate innovative approaches for 
bringing about improvements in selected 
areas; and (c) transfer the technology to 
other interested States. 

Eligible Applicants 

Section 1110 Grants and Cooperative 
Agreements. Any State, public or other 
nonprofit organization or agency may 
apply for a Section 1110 grant or 
cooperative agreement under this 
announcement. 

Section 1115 Grants and Cooperative 
Agreements. Under Section 1115, 
applications for grants and cooperative 
agreements may be made only by a 
State agency designated as the single 
State agency for a Social Security Act 
program. Applications jointly developed 
by State and local community 
mulitprogram social service agencies, 
foundations, and universities are 
encouraged to promote a comprehensive 
approach to complex issues involved in 
developing and administering social 
service programs. 

Available Funds 

The Administration for Public 
Services, Division of Research, 
Demonstration, and Evaluation expects 
to award up to $900,000 in FY 1979 and 
up to $200,000 in FY 1980 for new and 
competing continuation grants and 
cooperative agreements funded under 
Sections 1110 and 1115 of the Social 
Security Act as amended. 

A new grant or cooperative agreement 
is the initial grant or cooperative 
agreement made in support of a project 
requested on an application. A 
competing grant or cooperative 
agreement is the financial assistance 
made in support of an existing project to 
continue the project beyond the project 
period for which the initial grant or 
cooperative agreement was made. 

It is expected that approximately 8 
new awards will be made pursuant to 
this announcment. The size of each 
award is expected to range from 
$100,000 to $200,000 per year with the 
average award expected to be $150,000. 
Acutal figures may vary widely. 
Generally, projects will be supported for 
periods from one to three years. 
Consistent with Departmental policies. 


priority will be given to short-duration 
projects. 

Project startup dates will vary from 
September 1,1979 through October 1979. 
The funds provided in the initial award 
will generally sustain the budget for the 
first year of the project. Support for any 
additional time remaining in the project 
period depends on funds available, the 
grantee’s satisfactory performance on 
the project for which the award was 
made, and the best interests of the 
Government. 

In Fiscal Year 1977, approximately 120 
applications for cooperative research 
and demonstration projects for APS 
grants were accepted for review and 
evaluation. Approximately $1,385,000 
was awarded to 22 grantees for new 
research and demonstration projects. 

In Fiscal Year 1978, approximately 150 
research and demonstration 
applications for APS grants were 
accepted for review and evaluation. 
There were four major thrusts for the 
APS R&D effort. These areas focused on 
(a) making the continuum of care 
concept an operational reality at the 
State/local level; accountability of the 
Title XX program; (c) promoting the 
quality of services by improving the 
capability of State and local Title XX 
and provider agency staff; and (d) 
assuring the placement of service 
recipients in the most appropriate 
setting and/or with the appropriate 
services. A summary of the FY 1978 
discretionary grant resource allocation 
in these areas follows: 


Areas 

No of 
APS 
grants 

Approximate 

amount 

Continuum of Car®__ 

2 

$208,000 

Improving Management. Inform®. 
t»on/Reporting, and Account®**!* 

2 

$288,000 

Promoting Quality of Services. 

1 

$158,000 

Appropriate Placement of Redp*- 

ant®—..... 

1 

$28,000 



Grantee Share of the Project 

Section 1110. Grantees receiving 
financial assistance to conduct projects 
are expected to contribute some portion 
of the project costs for each year for 
which funding is requested. Generally, 
five (5) percent is considered 
acceptable. No Section 1110 grant or 
cooperative agreement will cover 100 
percent of project costs. 

Section 1115. Special Federal project 
grant or cooperative agreement funds 
received under Section 1115 are 
available to be used as the single State 
agency matching funds to obtain regular 
Federal share funds. It should be noted 


that except for training components of a 
project the regular Federal share funds 
under Title XX of the Social Security 
Act must come from the State agency’s 
allotment. Grantees receiving financial 
assistance to conduct projects are 
expected to contribute some portion of 
the project costs for each budget 
category requiring Federal funds. 
Generally, one (1) percent is considered 
acceptable. Section 1115 grants or 
cooperative agreements that require the 
entire costs of the demonstration project 
to be covered by Federal funds are 
discouraged. 

The Application Process 

1. Availability of Application Forms. 
Application kits which contain the 
prescribed application forms and 
supplemental descriptive project 
information for projects are available 
from: Dr. David W. Fairweather, 
Director, Division of Research, 
Demonstration, and Evaluation, 
Administration for Public Services, 
Room 2414, Mary E. Switzer Building, 

330 "C" Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 
20201 (Attention 13647-791). Telephone 
Number: (202) 245-9203. All written 
requests should contain a self- 
addressed mailing label to facilitate a 
prompt response. 

2. Application Submission. In order to 
be considered for a Section 1110 or 
Section 1115 grant or cooperative 
agreement, all applications must be 
submitted on standard forms provided 
for this purpose by the Division of 
Research. Demonstration, and 
Evaluation. The application shall be 
executed by an individual authorized to 
act for the applicant agency and to 
assume for the agency the obligations 
imposed by the terms and conditions of 
the grant award. One signed application 
and two copies including all cover 
letters and attachments, are required. 
All applications should contain a self- 
addressed envelope to facilitate a 
prompt notification of an award 
decision. 

As part of the project title (application 
form 424-101, item 7) the applicant must 
clearly indicate whether the application 
submitted is in response to a priority 
project identified in this announcement, 
and must reference the unique project 
identifier (APS-79-1, APS-79-2, etc.) for 
which the application is to compete. 
Applications lacking such a designation 
will be considered as nonpriority and 
will compete accordingly. 

3. A-95 Notification Process. This 
program is exempt from the 
requirements of OMB Circular A-95. 

4. Application Consideration. The 
Commissioner, APS determines the final 
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action to be taken with respect to each 
application. Applications which do not 
conform to this announcement or are not 
complete will not be accepted and 
applicants will be notified accordingly. 
Letters of support or other materials 
must be submitted with the application. 
Letters of support received after the 
respective closing dates (see Section II) 
will not be appended to applications 
under any circumstances. Applications 
for priority projects which are received 
after the respective closing date (see 
Section I) will be considered as 
nonpriority applications and will 
compete accordingly. Nonpriority 
projects may be submitted at any time 
and those received after one closing 
date will be held for the next 
competitive review. Otherwise, all 
accepted applications will be 
considered for funding. 

All accepted applications are 
subjected to a competitive review and 
evaluation conducted by a panel of 
qualified persons independent of the 
Administration for Public Services. The 
results of the competitive review assist 
the Commissioner’s consideration of the 
competing applications. Comments on 
the applications will also be obtained 
from appropriate Regional and Central 
Office specialists, and consultants 
inside and outside of the Government. 
After the Commissioner, Administration 
for Public Services has reached a 
decision either to fund a competing 
application or to disapprove it, the 
applicant will be notified of that 
decision. 

5. Financial Assistance. The 
Commissioner, Administration for 
Public Services makes financial 
assistance awards consistent with the 
purposes of the Social Security Act and 
the program announcement within limits 
of Federal funds available. The official 
award document is the Notice of 
Financial Assistance. The Notice of 
Financial Assistance sets forth in 
writing to the grantee the amount of 
funds awarded, the purpose of the 
award, the terms and conditions of the 
award, the effective date of the award, 
the budget period for which support is 
given, the total project period for which 
support is contemplated, and the total 
grantee participation, if any. 

In accordance with the Federal Grant 
and Cooperative Agreement Act of 1977 
(Pub. L. 95-244), it is anticipated that 
one appropriate assistance instrument 
to be used by APS will be the 
cooperative agreement when substantial 
involvement is anticipated between APS 
and the contemplated activity. This 
involvement will be reflected in the 


terms and conditions of the Notice of 
Financial Assistance and may include: 

(a) APS review and approval of one 
stage before work can begin on a 
subsequent stage during the period 
covered by the assistance instrument. 
For example, this involvement could 
include the review and approval of the 
research and demonstration 
methodology as it relates to the 
selection of control and experimental 
groups prior to data collection. It could 
also include review and approval of any 
adjustments in the original workplan 
included in the application; 

(b) APS involvement in the selection 
of key recipient personnel. This may 
include the review of resumes for key 
project staff and participation in 
subsequent interviews and final 
recruitment approval/disapproval 
decisions; 

(c) APS and recipient collaboration or 
joint participation in the performance of 
the assisted activities. This may include 
observation of survey activities, 
participation in pretest of measurement 
devices and preliminary data analysis, 
and negotiations with public and private 
agencies to provide support to the 
project endeavors; and 

(d) APS monitoring and site visits to 
permit specified kinds of direction or 
redirection of the work. 

Criteria for Review and Evaluation of 
Applications 

Competing applications will be 
reviewed and evaluated against the 
criteria stated below. Weightings for the 
criteria vary for each priority project 
and are included in the supplemental 
descriptive project information. 

1. The project objectives are related to 
specific specified APS goals and 
priorities defined in this program 
announcement. Project objectives are 
explicitly described and have 
measurable outcomes. Impacted APS 
target groups are individually and 
quantitatively estimated. 

The concept to be researched or 
demonstrated is reflected in a clear 
statement of purpose. A literature 
review indicates the concept is 
innovative and not duplicative of other 
efforts. 

The knowledge, methods, or 
technology developed is of national 
significance in demonstration projects 
and will be replicable in whole or in 
part and potentially applicable in areas 
other than the test sites. 

2. A well-defined and carefully 
worked out methodology (hypotheses to 
be tested, research design, identification 
of variables, analytical methodologies, 
evaluation methods) is included. 


The knowledge, methods, or 
technology developed is such that an 
impact can be expected on human 
service programs and target groups. 

Tasks and milestones are clearly 
described and scheduled and the role 
and assignment of tasks to specific 
project staff is described in detail. 
Project outcomes are described in 
relationship to tasks. The proposed time 
schedule is reasonable considering the 
nature of the project. In cases where a 
specific staff is not proposed in the 
project, sufficient startup time has been 
allowed to recruit staff. 

The project has an evaluation 
component which describes data 
collection and analysis procedures 
geared to assessment of the degree to 
which intended objectives are achieved 
using quantitative measures to the 
maximum extend feasible. The 
evaluation is clearly distinguished from 
activities designed primarily for giving 
project staff feedback on their progress 
toward meeting project objectives. 

3. The budget is given in detail with 
justifications. Estimated costs are 
reasonable considering the anticipated 
methodology, tasks, and results. 

4. Detailed plans for utilization of a 
research or a demonstration project's 
results at (1) National or Regional APS 
policy/program level or (2) a State or 
local government agency policy/ 
program level, are included. Detailed 
plans for appropriate dissemination 
procedures are included. 

5. A brief and focused record of the 
applicant organization in conducting 
related research or demonstration 
project activities is provided. The 
applicant provides resumes indicating 
the qualifications of the (existing and 
anticipated) project personnel and 
identifies how those qualifications 
enable those people to perform their 
assigned tasks in the project in a 
competent manner. The applicant 
organization has adequate facilities and 
resources to carry out the project. 

The contribution of any collaborative 
agencies or organizations are assured in 
writing and included with the 
application when it is submitted. 

The author(s) of the application are 
clearly identified in the proposal 
together with their current relationship 
to the applicant organization and any 
future project role they may have if the 
application is funded. 

Closing Dates for Receipt of 
Applications 

The closing date for receipt of 
applications for projects identified in 
this program announcement is August 7, 
1979. 
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Applications may be mailed or hand 
delivered to: 

Receiving Office. Division of Grants and 
Contracts Management. Office of Human 
Development Services—HEW. Room 1427, 
Mary E. Switzer Building. 330 “C M Street. 
S.W.. Washington. D C. 20201. Attention: 
13647-791. 

Applications must be received at the 
above address by the closing date. Hand 
delivered applications are accepted 
during the normal working hours of 9 
a.m. to 5 p.m., Monday through Friday. 
An application will be .considered to be 
received on time if: 

(a) The application was sent by 
registered or certified mail not later than 
the closing date, as evidenced by the 
U.S. Postal Service postmark, or on the 
original receipt from the U.S. Postal 
Service; or 

(b) The application is received on or 
before the closing date by the 
Department of Health. Education, and 
Welfare in Washington, D.C. (In 
establishing the date of receipt, 
consideration will be given to the time 
date stamp of the mailroom or other 
documentary evidence of receipt 
maintained by HEW.) (Catalog of 
Federal Domestic Assistance Number: 
13647 Cooperative Research or 
Demonstration Projects.) 

Dated: )une 14.1979. 

James J. Gigante. 

Acting Commissioner , Administration for 
Public Sen'ices . 

Approved: June 15,1979. 

Arabella Martinez, 

Assistant Secietary for Human Development 
Services. 

|FR Doc. 79-10390 Filed 0-2O-7R 8.45 am) 

BILUNG CODE 4110-92-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 

Office of Human Development 
Services 

l Program Announcement No. 13627-791] 

Research and Demonstration Program 
Announcement of Grant Funds 

agency: Office of Human Development 
Services, DHEW. 

SUBJECT: Announcement of Availability 
of Grant Funds for Research and 
Demonstrations Program. 

summary: The Rehabilitation Services 
Administration, Office of Human 
Development Services, announces that 
applications are being accepted from 
organizations wishing to compete for a 
Regional Rehabilitation Research 
Institute grant in Fiscal Year 1979 under 
Research and Demonstrations 
authorized by Title II, Section 204(a) of 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as 
amended (29 U.S.C. 761) to assist in the 
rehabilitation of handicapped 
individuals through the development 
and testing of new approaches to job 
development and job placement. 
Regulations applicable to this program 
were published in the Federal Register, 
Subpart A and Subpart B of Part 1362, 
Chapter XIII of Title 45 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations (45 CFR Part 1362) 
on November 25,1975. 

DATES: Closing date for receipt of 
applications is July 25,1979. 

Scope of this Program Announcement 

This announcement provides 
information solely relating to the 
designation and award of a Regional 
Rehabilitation Research Institute (RRRI) 
for FY 1979 in the core area of Job 
Development/Job Placement. 

Program Purpose 

The major and only direct purpose of 
RRRIs funded under Section 204(a) of 
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as 
amended, is to perform research of a 
“programmatic” nature as defined 
below. In addition, the Institute should 
stimulate state rehabilitation agencies to 
become curious about the operational 
problems which might be subject to 
research. A third function is that of 
participating in a group or collective 
research effort. 

Program Goals and Objectives 

The Rehabilitation Services 
Administration goal to which this 
program announcement relates as a 
research activity is quoted as follows. 
“Goal II: To increase, and improve the 
quality of, the services to disabled 
individuals, with priority given to 


meeting the needs of severely 
handicapped persons, leading to either 
an improved degree of independent 
living or maximum participation in 
gainful employment.” 

The goals and objectives of the 
rehabilitation research program are to 
promote and coordinate research with 
respect to handicapped individuals. This 
includes making grants to pay part of 
the cost of the projects for the purpose 
of planning and conducting research, 
demonstration, and related activities 
which bear directly on the development 
of methods, procedures and devices to 
assist in the provision of vocational and 
other rehabilitation services to 
handicapped individuals. It also 
includes basic research where relating 
to rehabilitation techniques or services. 
Also authorized is the dessemination of 
information acquired through research 
funded by the Institute and conduct of 
an education program to inform the 
public about ways of providing for the 
rehabilitation of handicapped 
individuals. 

The purpose of this program 
announcement is to establish a Regional 
Rehabilitation Research Institute which 
will conduct “programmatic” research 
on job development/job placement. To 
better understand what is meant by 
"programmatic"research, as used 
above. RSAs definition is quoted: 

“Research which is planned so as to 
contribute in a sequential or 
complementary way to a centralized 
body of knowledge of manageable 
scope. Each separate study or 
investigation must have some 
reasonable relationship to the central 
topic and must be undertaken on this 
basis of a pre-determined plan 
developed after a review of what is 
already known about the topic.” 

Likewise, for the purpose of this 
annoucement.yoZ) develoment is defined 
as all the techniques, methodologies, 
and procedures necessary to have a job 
available for a work ready client. 

For the same purpose, job placement 
is defined as all the techniques, 
methodologies, and procedures 
necessary to place and maintain the 
work ready client on a job. 

Each applicant is free to choose 
whichever aspects of job development/ 
job placement as described above, he 
deems the most necessary at this stage 
of development at which research on 
this exists. However, the applicant must 
show how each proposed aspect relates 
to research already completed or 
underway and how this would be a 
natural progression from that research. 
Since RSA has previously supported 
“programmatic” research on job 
development/job placement, it is 
expected that the applicant would build 


on any review of the literature and any 
research that has already been done in 
this area. The develpment of a 
“programmatic” program should involve 
development of one or a series of 
hypotheses; selection or development of 
data gathering instruments; a series of 
demonstration, surveys, studies, 
experiments, etc., to test out the various 
hypotheses; the refinement of one or 
more hypotheses into a theory; further 
validation studies; and consultation to 
prospective users during the entire 
process. Since RSA research must bear 
directly on the development of methods, 
procedures, and devices to assist in the 
provision of vocational rehabilitation 
services, it is important that the 
researchers be always “end-product 
oriented” and aware of the service 
program his or her research is designed 
to improve. 

Objectives of the proposed Institute 
by any applicant should be clearly 
stated in measurable terms; the work 
plan and flow-chart time schedule 
should clearly relate to achievement of 
the objectives. Methodology of carrying 
out the various tasks and achieving the 
various objectives should be quite 
detailed for the first year’s time span; 
whereas the methodology for the work 
plan for succeeding years may be less 
detailed but sufficient to enable a 
measure of their reasonableness to be 
made. The ultilization section of the 
narrative should indicate how the 
various States and Council of State 
Administrators of Vocational 
Rehabilitation (CSAVR) will be involved 
as potential consumers of products from 
the Institute. Likewise, the background 
section of the narrative should indicate 
what cooperative arrangements could be 
made for site location selection for the 
various instrumentation development 
activities. 

Eligible Applicants 

Regional Rehabilitation Research 
Institutes are always located at a 
university or institution of higher 
learning because of the importance of 
access to a major library, computing 
facilities, and back-up access to a wise 
variety and depth of staff usually found 
at a university. Competition for this 
grant is limited to institutions of higher 
learning irt Arizona, California, Hawaii. 
Nevada, Guam. Trust Territory of 
Pacific Islands, and American Samoa 
(Region IX); and Alaska, Idaho, Oregon, 
and Washington (Region X). 

Available Funds 

The Rehabilitation Services 
Administration expects to award 
approximately $100,000 (of the 
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$31,500,000 appropriated by Congress for 
Fiscal Year 1979) for a new or competing 
continuation grant for a Regional 
Rehabilitation Research Institute in the 
core area of job development/job 
placement. A new grant is an intial grant 
made in support of a project for this 
program. A competing continuation 
grant is a grant award to continue a 
project beyond the project period for 
which the initial grant was made. It is 
awarded on the basis of successful 
competition against other applications 
for continuation of a grant. 

Project will be supported for a period 
of one to five years. The initial grant 
sustains the Federal share of the budget 
for the first year of the project. Support 
for any addtional time remaining in the 
project period depends on funds 
available and the grantee’s satisfactory 
performance of the project for which the 
grant was awarded. 

Grantee Share of the Project 

While the authorizing statute does not 
require a specific percentage of cost 
sharing on research projets, it is 
generally expected that grantees will 
provide some matching funds. In 
previous years the cost sharing ratio has 
been approximately 90% Federal and 
10% grantee. Grantee contributions must 
be project related and allowable under 
Subparts G and Q in 45 CFR, Part 74 
(see 43 FR 34076, August 2,1978). The 
portion of project costs not borne by the 
Federal government is matching or cost 
sharing, and may consist of the 
following: (1) Grantee cash outlays, 
including the outlay of funds contributed 
to the grantee by third parties; and (2) 
grantee non-cash contributions which 
consist of charges for the use of, or 
depreciation in, real or non-expendable 
personal property owned by the 
grantee—see 45 CFR, 1362.8 in (e). 

The Application Process 

Application for a grant under the 
Research and Demonstration Program 
must be submitted on standard forms 
provided for this purpose. Application 
Kits which include the forms and other 
information may be obtained by writing 
to: 

Receiving Office, Division of Grants and 
Contracts Management, Office of Human 
Development Services. DHEW. Room 1427. 
Mary E. Switzer Building. 330 “C" Street, 

S.W.. Washington. D.C. 20201. 

Attention: 13627-791—*Telephone: (202) 
245-0051. 

Application Submission 

The applications shall be executed by 
an individual authorized to act for the 
applicant agency and to assume for the 


institution the obligations imposed by 
the terms and conditions of the grant 
award, including the regulations for 
projects on Rehabilitation Research and 
Demonstrations. 

One signed original and three copies 
of the grant application, including all 
attachments, are required. The original 
and two copies are to be submitted to 
the central receiving office of the Office 
of Human Development Services, as 
noted above. The other copy is to be 
submitted concurrently to the cognizant 
State vocational rehabilitation agency. 
This agency reviews the application and 
forwards its comments to the 
Commissioner. 

Application Consideration 

The Commissioner of Rehabilitation 
Services determines the final action to 
be taken with respect to each grant 
application for this program. 
Applications which are complete and 
conform to the requirements of this 
program announcement are subjected to 
a competitive review and evaluation by 
qualified peer reviewers outside of 
Federal employment. The results of the 
competitive review supplement and 
assist the Commissioner’s consideration 
of the competing application. The 
Commissioner’s consideration also 
takes into account the comments of the 
State agencies of vocational 
rehabilitation, the HEW Regional 
Offices, and the headquarters program 
office. Comments on the applications 
may also be requested from appropriate 
specialists and consultants inside and 
outside the Government. 

After the Commissioner has reached a 
decision to disapprove or not fund a 
competing application, unsuccessful 
applicants are notified in writing of 
action taken on their application. 
Successful applicants are notified 
through the issuance of a Notice of 
Grant Awarded which sets forth the 
amount of funds granted, the terms and 
conditions of the grant, the budget 
period for which support is given, the 
total grantee share expected, and the 
total period for which project support is 
contemplated. 

Criteria for Review and Evaluation of 
Applications 

To be considered for support, 
competing grant applications for a RRRI 
must be given clear evidence of 
reasonable project costs. Each 
application will be reviewed and 
evaluated by experts outside the 
Rehabilitation Research and 
Demonstrations Office against the 
following criteria: 


1. Organizational Experience — 
demonstrated ability to work 
successfully with other agencies; 
demonstrated ability to carry out 
complex research of an interdisciplinary 
nature; experience in providing 
technical assistance to public and/or 
private agencies involved in providing 
services to people. (30 points) 

2. Resource Availability —education 
and experience of staff, including full 
time, part-time, graduate students and 
consultants to be used by Institute: man- 
year estimates of each category of staff; 
accessibility to appropriate library 
facilities, computer support and other 
resources that would provide a broad 
based array of expertise that could be 
called upon to supplement Institute 
resources; accessibility to agencies or 
organizations that would be used for 
laboratory or field research situations 
for data collection purposes. (25 points) 

3. Work Plans —a detailed first-year 
plan of work which will clearly achieve 
the development of methods, procedures 
and information which will assist in 
improvement in the provision of 
vocational and other rehabilitation 
services to handicapped individuals (job 
development/job placement). This 
should include a list of anticipated 
products; it should show reasonable 
action steps and should be in the form of 
a Gantt Chart. Development of a long- 
range plan should also be included, 
describing in general terms objectives, 
products, and sequence of activities. 

This work plan should insure that the 
proposed procedures, if well executed, 
will achieve the intended results. (40 
points) 

4. Budget —The estimated cost to the 
government is reasonable and the 
justification is adequate to make this 
determination. (5 points) 

Closing Dates for Receipt of 
Applications 

The closing date for receipt of 
applications under this Program 
Announcement is July 25,1979. 
Applications may be mailed or hand 
delivered. Hand delivered applications 
will be accepted during regular working 
hours of 8:30 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. Late 
applications will not be accepted and 
applicants will be notified accordingly. 
An application will be considered to 
have arrived by the closing date if: 

1. the application was sent by 
registered or certified mail no later than 
July 25 as evidenced by the U.S. Postal 
Service postmark or the original receipt 
from the U.S. Postal Service; 

2. the application is sent by mail and 
received on or before the closing date in 
the Office of Human Development 
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Services maiiroom as evidenced by the 
time date stamp or other documentary 
evidence or receipt maintained by such 
maiiroom. or 

3. the application is hand delivered to 
the office designated to receive the 
application in the application 
instructions. Hand delivered 
applications will be accepted no later 
than c.o.b. July 25, in any case. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Number 13.ft27, Research and 
Demonstrations) 

Dated: June 4.1979. 

Robert R. Humphreys, 

Commissioner of Rehabilitation Services. 

Approved: June 15.1979. 

Arabella Martinez, 

Assistant Secretary for Human Development 
Services. 

|FR Doc. 79-19394 Filed 6-20-7* *45 *ra] 
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403 .32854 

407.36033 

600.35227 

1517.34944 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. 1.33332, 33433. 35262 

6.35158 

52.32005, 32253, 33116, 


33433, 33437, 33438.33712, 
33713. 33905. 34519, 35263, 
35264, 36206 
60. 34840, 35265. 35952 

65 .32254, 32255, 32715, 

32716. 32720, 33911,34520- 

34522, 35268-35278 

66 .34524 

67 .34524 

80 .33116 

81 .34603 

86....~.34603 

100.32006 

122 .31673, 34244, 34393 

123 .31673, 34244, 34393 

124 .31673, 34393 

125 . 34393 

146.31673 

762.34167 


41 CFR 


Ch. 9.. 

.34424 

Ch 18. 32684, 32685, 

32687 

1-7. 

.34498 

1-10. 

.34498 

1-16. 

.34498 

3-50. 

.33069 

7-1 

33684 

16. 

.32685 

20. 

.32685 

25. 

.32685 

101-11. 

.34499 

Proposed Rules: 


Ch. 51. 

32011 

101-17. 

.33714 

101-18. 

.33714 

101-19. 

.33714 

42 CFR 


57. 

.32698 

405.31641, 31802 

466. 

.32074 

Proposed Rules: 


51g. 

.33913 

55a. 

.33913 

431.33913, 34605 

43 CFR 


420. 

.34909 

2883 (Revoked by 


PLO 5665). 

.34131 

3501 (Revoked by 


PLO 5664). 

.34131 

3574 (Revoked by 


PLO 5664). 

.34131 

3814 (Revoked by 


PLO 5664). 

34131 

5664. 

34131 

5665. 

34131 

8340. 

34834 


45 CFR 

5a. 31981 

57.36175. 36178 

90.33768 

670.32699 

1061. 34946 

1067.36181 

1611. 31981 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. II.34606 

71.34754, 34780 

116a.34167 

160g.35186 

161c. 35186 

161d.33036 

1611.34024 

161j.. 33022 

161n. 33028 

205.33913, 34606 

228.33913 

233. 35278 

46 CFR 

25.34132 

34.34132 

76.34132 

95.34132 

108....34132 

162.34132 

181.34132 

193.34132 

502. ...32369 

512.32369 

521.36077 

522..36077 

531.32369 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. I. 34443 

30.... 32713, 34440 

31 .:....32720 

32 . 32713. 34440 

34.32713 

35.. 32720, 34440 

536 . 32408 

537 .33913 

538 . 32408 

47 CFR 

0. 32377, 34947 

1 .31643, 31650, 34947 

2 .32377, 34133 

73 .33070, 36034 

74 .32377, 34133, 36034 

78. 32377, 34133 

81...31650, 33071, 36041 

83.32383, 36041 

90. 32215, 34133 

201 .33404 

202 . 33404 

Proposed Rules: 

0. 32419 

18. 32419 

73 .31673.32419, 33120- 

33126.33439,33440,34170, 
34979-34981.36080-36082 

74 . 32420, 34606 

78. 32420, 34606 

83. 36082 

87. 36085 

90. 31674, 33441. 36209 

94.:.32720 
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49 CFR 

171.34960 

265.00 

393.31981 

395....34960 

571.33441, 33444 

601..32705 

831...34418 

845..34418 

1033.31982, 31983, 32221, 

32384,35227, 36183-36185 


1041. 

... 33684 

1047. 

.33684 

1056. 

....32384 

1082. 

...33684 

1125.. 

.35228 

1307. 

.33071 

1310. 

.33071 

Proposed Rules: 

Ch. X. 

.32427 

110-189. 

.36211 

171. 

....36211 

172~. 

.32972,34171,36211 

173. 

.36211 

174. 

.36211 

176. 

.36211 

177. 

.36211 

178. 

.36211 

179. 

.36211 

222. 

..34982 

392. 

.34992 

393. 

.34992 

399. 

.34992 

830. 

.34422 

1039. 

..33714 

1056. 

.34994 

1252. 

.33716 

1300. 

.32011 

50 CFR 

17. 

.32604 

32. 

...3307? 

34. 

.33073 

216. 

.34963 

263_ 

..32385 

264. 

_32388 

266. 

...32391 

285. 

.36043, 36054 

371. 

.33684 

450. 

..33127 

452. 

.33127 

453... 

.33127 

611. 

.31651, 31652 

661. 

.31983 

662. 

.31654 

674. 

.33P50 

Proposed Rules: 

17. 

.. 33915 

20. 


70. 


410. 

.33127 

611. 

.34607 

652. 

...34171 

661..... 

.32012 

810. 

.31858, 33918 
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AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 


• 



The following agencies have agreed to publish all 
documents on two assigned days of the week 
(Monday/Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). 

This is a voluntary program. (See OFR NOTICE 

FR 32914, August 6. 1976.) 




Mono ay 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

Friday 



DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/ASCS 


DOT/COAST GUARD 

USDA/ASCS 



DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/APHIS 


DOT/NHTSA 

USDA/APHIS 



DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 


DOT/FAA 

USDA/FNS 



DOT/OHMO 

USDA/FSQS 


DOT/OHMO 

USDA/FSQS 



DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 


DOT/OPSO 

USDA/REA 



DOT/UMTA* 

MSPB/OPM 


DOT/UMTA* 

MSPB/OPM 



DOT/FRA* 

LABOR 


DOT/FRA* 

LABOR 



CSA 

HEW/FDA 


CSA 

HEW/FDA 




Documents normally scheduled for publication on 
a day that will be a Federal holiday will be 
published the next work day following the 
holiday 


Comments on this program are still invited. 
Comments should be submitted to the 
Day-of-tbe-Week Program Coordinator. Office of 
the Federal Register. National Archives and 
Records Service, General Services Administration. 
Washington. D.C. 20408 


•NOTE: As of June 14. 1979. the Urban Mass 
Transportation Administration and Federal 
Railroad Administration. Department of 
Transportation, will publish on the 
Monday/Thursday schedule. 


REMINDERS 


The items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to Federal 
Register users. Inclusion or exclusion from this list has no legal 
significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not 
include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication. 

Rules Going Into Effect Today 

HEALTH. EDUCATION. AND WELFARE DEPARTMENT 

Food and Drug Administration— 

29653 5-22-79 / Diagnostic X-ray systems and their major 

components; Amendments to performance standard 

List of Public Laws 

Last Listing June 18,1979 

This is a continuing list of public bills from the current session of 
Congress which have become Federal laws. The text of laws is not 
published in the Federal Register but may be ordered in individual 
pamphlet form (referred to as “slip laws") from the Superintendent 
of Documents. U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington. D.C. 
20402 (telephone 202-375-3030). 

H.R. 3915 / Pub. L. 96-24 To amend title IV of the Employee 

Retirement Income Security Act of 1974 to postpone for 10 
months the date on which the corporation must pay benefits 
under terminated multiemployer plans. (June 19. 1979; 93 
Stat. 70) Price $.60. 

S. 199 / Pub. L. 96-25 “Shipping Act Amendents of 1979“. (June 
19, 1979; 93 Stat. 71) Price $ 60. 



































































































































The authentic text behind the news . 


The 

Weekly 

Compilation of 
PRESIDENTIAL 
DOCUMENTS 

Administration of 
Jimmy Carter 


This unique service provides up-to-date 
information on Presidential policies and 
announcements. It contains the full text 
of the President’s public speeches, 
statements, messages to Congress, news 
conferences, personnel appointments 
and nominations, and other Presidential 
materials released by the White House. 

The Weekly Compilation carries a Monday 
dateline and covers materials released 
during the preceding week. Each issue 
contains an Index of Contents and a 
Cumulative Index to Prior Issues. 


Separate indexes are published 
quarterly, semiannually, and annually. 
Other features include lists of acts 
approved by the President and of 
nominations submitted to the Senate, a 
checklist of White House press releases, 
and a digest of other Presidential 
activities and White House 
announcements. 

Published by Office of the Federal 
Register, National Archives and Records 
Service, General Services Administration 



SUBSCRIPTION ORDER FORM 

ENTER MY SUBSCRIPTION FOR 1 YEAR TO: WEEKLY COMPILATION OF PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS (PD) 


@ $15.00 Domestic; @ $23.50 Foreign. 

@ $15.00 additional if Domestic first-class mailing is desired. 



i 1 1 1 I COMPANY NAME OR ADDITIONAL ADDRESS LINE 

1 1 1 1 1 II 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 II 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

Mill 

1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 | 

Mill 

CITY 

1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1 

1STATE1 

(71 

1 ZIP CODE 

Mill 

PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE 

(or) COUNTRY 

1 1 1 1 II 1 

LLLI 1 


□ Remittance Enclosed (Make 
checks payable to Superin* 
tendent of Documents) 

□ Charge to my Deposit 

Account No. ... . . 


MAIL OROER FORM TO: 
Superintendent of Documents 
Government Printing Office 
Washington, D.C. 20402 































